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CURRENT TOPICS, 





Ix A LeADING Anrrone in the Times of Tuesday last 
an attack is made on the long vacation which judges 
‘nd lawyers are now enjoying. It may be admitted 
that there are some members of the community who 
must and do from necessity work all the year round 
Without intermission, but it cannot be denied that 
& time of leisure and relaxation is so necessary that 
all who can by any means do eo take advantage of 
the best opportunity to have an annual holiday, 





How long that holiday should be, or at what time 
of the year it should be taken, we need not discuss 
here; but whatever may be the opinion of the public 
as to any large class of persons taking a holiday 
at the same time, each individual will be allowed 
to have a reasonable claim to an annual relaxa- 
tion. The only question seems to be that which is 
raised by the closing of all the courts of justice at one 
time—namely, whether all lawyers and officers ‘of courts 
should be absent together. We are far from believ- 
ing that there is any general opinion that the 
legal long vacation should be for ever abolished, 
but there is one consideration to which attention 
should be directed before such an event can be enter- 
tained as possible. If the courts were to work all the 
year round, provision would have to be made for supply- 
ing the place of the judges and officers for the time being 
absent on their holiday. According asa vacation of one, 
two, or three months should be allowed to each individual, 
itis evident that the existing staff of judges and officers of 
the courts must be increased by a twelfth, a sixth, or a 
fourth, according to circumstances. This is a mere 
question of money, but the Treasury would have a word 
to say on the subject. This argument only concerns 
public servants—those who are dependent upon the 
edicts of Parliament. It is needless to say that 
they would themselves object to such a plan, be- 
cause, in the course of events, every one of them 
must some time or other, take his holiday at the 
“wrong” time of the year. But what would the iade- 
pendent workers have to say—those who may, if they 
choose, leave their business at any time, but who never 
would leave it because the result of their so doing would 
be that it would leave them? The strain of continual 
work is what few men can bear. After a time the 
energies relax, and men fali into ill-health and drop 
out of the race altogether. This is the class composed 
in this instance of barristers and solicitors, who would be 
the first to cry out at any attempt to abolish the long 
vacation. One man with a grievance has no right to 
require that all the world should eonform to his par- 
ticular view. A failure of justice in one case is no 
ground for a radical change in the whole system. 
So long as the public is served by the courts being 
accessible all the year round as they now are, with 
a modified attendance during vacation, very good reasons 
may be urged against the abolition of the legal long 
vacation. Such an abolition would be costly to the 
State, and unadvisable on other grounds as a question of 
social and political economy. 





Stncz tur Juptcaturs Acts came into operation, and 
the Probate Division became part of the High Court, it 
has frequently occurred to practitioners to find that evi- 
dence which is sufficient to prove a testator’s death in 
the Probate Division is not sufficient evidence of the 
same in the Chancery Division. There may be good 
reasons why a proof which is sufficient for the purposes 
of granting probate, which leaves the onus of distribution 
to a testator’s executors, should not be sufficient for a 
court which, in the capacity of trustee, is effecting that 
distribution, Be that as it may, we cannot help thinking 
that production of the probate of a will should be proof 
of the death of a testator without further evidence ; and 
for that purpose, if necessary, that when probate of a 
will is granted, the evidence of death should be the same 
as that required by the Chancery Division—that is te say, 
a certificate of burial and an affidavit of identity ofthe per- 
son buried. In cases of granting probate in common form, 
the oath of the exeoutor as to the death of the testaior 
is taken without further evidence of death; but should the 
authorities see fit to alter the practice in the Probate 
Division by requiring such proof of death as is required 
in the Chancery Division, the probate itself should, ia 
the latter division, form proof of the death of a 
testator, 
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Soxicrrorns rx THE West or Encuanp have been recently 
discussing the practice of charging purchasers upon sales 
by auction with a fee to the solicitor for preparing the 
contract. This practice, which appears to have been 
prevalent in that part of the country, was condemned by 
a resolution of the Gloucestershire Law Society passed 
in June of the present year; as it seems to us with very 
good reason. In discussing the matter, and the duties 
of solicitors and auctioneers at auctions, our contem- 
porary, the Estates Gazette, refers to the position of 
parties with regard to the deposit paid by the purchaser, 
pointing out that if the auctioneer takes it he holds it as 
a stakeholder ; if the vendor’s solicitor takes it, he holds 
for his principal. The old case of Harington v. Hogart 
(1 B. & Ad. 877), decided that an auctioneer was not 
liable to pay interest to his employer upon the deposit 
remaining in his hands; the reason being that until the 
purchase is completed, or goes off, he holds as agent for 
neither vendor nor purchaser, but is bound to pay the 
money immediately te whichever may in the event be 
entitled toit. “If,’’ said Lord Tenterden, ‘‘ he think 
fit to employ it and make interest of it, by laying it out 
in the funds or otherwise, and any loss accrue, he must 
be answerable for that loss; and if he is to answer for 
the loss, it seems to me he hasa right to any intermediate 
advantage which may arise.” 





PEOPLE WHO SET THEIR FAcEs against legislation for the 
observance of the Sabbath may find comfort in the fact 
that there is no saying to what perplexing uses measures 
of that kind will be turned. It seems that in January, 
1877, (however it may be now), the !aw of the State of 
Maine prohibited travelling on Sunday, and probably 
prohibited persons abroad on that day from deviating 
into beerhouses. One Sunday afternoon in the month 
mentioned, a mechanic in charge of the waterworks of 
the city of Portland took a walk for his recreation, in 
the course whereof, but not, we are pleased to know, 
“in pursuance of any previous intention, he stepped 
aside, purchased, and drank a glass of ale.” Having 
been guilty of this temerity, he took the road again, but 
before he got home fell, not at all by reason of the beer, 
but in consequence of an accumulation of ice ona much- 
frequented side walk. The result of the fall was serious, 
and he sued the city for damages. The jury found that 
the defective state of the road was th2 sole cause of the 
injury, and gave a verdict for the plaintiff. The defend- 
ants alleged exceptions, and relied on the illegality of 
the plaintiffs conduct in his unlucky walk. However, 
the verdict was upheld, and, in a judgment referring to 
eeveral authorities, the Chief Justice decided, and the 
Leporter of Boston records, these two points :— 
“1. Walking on Sunday for exercise in the open air is 
not against the statute, c. 124, s. 20, which prohibits 
travelling on the Lord’s-day. 2. Though walking on 
Sunday for the purpose of purchasing and drinking ale 
be illegal, yet when one who is walking for exercise and 
recreation steps aside to purchase and drink a glass of 
ale, and then resumes his walk and therein suffers injury 
from a defective highway, such illegal act will not pre- 
vent a recovery for the injury unless it contributed 
thereto.” 


A SHORT TIME BACK we noted a curious point connected 
with 2 copyright action in which Canon Hole and Miss 
Leech were plaintiffs, and Messrs. Bradbury & Agnew 
defendante. A little book had been published some 
years ago by Messrs. Bradbury & Evans, the then 
publishers of Punch. The letterpress of the book was 
by Canon Hole, and the illustrations by John Leech. 
The arrangement between authors and publishers, as 
too frequently happens, was somewhat vague and in- 
formal, and not unnaturally, when a third edition was 
published, the parties took different views of their rights. 
‘Lhe publishers thought they had acquired the copyright; 
the authors and the judge thought otherwise, ‘he 





point we are now concerned with was ancillary to. 
the question of copyright, and related to the ownership. 
of the wooden blocks from which the illustrations of the 
earlier editions had been printed. The book was 
brought out at the risk of the publishers, and the net 
profits divided between publishers and authors. The. 
blocks were supplied by Messrs. Bradbury & Evans,. 
John Leech made sketches on them, and they were cut 
by engravers employed and paid by Messrs. Bradbury & 
Evans, so that a portion of the work (evidently the 
more valuable) was done by the author, and the blocks- 
and the rest of the work supplied at the common ex- 
pense. Mr. Justice Fry, the judge before whom the 
action was tried, took the view that the only thing of 
substantial value in the articles as they now existed 
belonged to the author, and held that the blocks be- 
longed to the plaintiffs. Under the circumstances of 
the case, he did not consider any compensation was due 
to the publishers for the material and comparatively 
unskilled work which they had supplied. We are not 
aware of any similar case in the English books. The 
cases most nearly approaching seem to be those 
where buildings have been erected on another man’s 
land. But in Roman law very similar cases were, at the 
least, discussed, and several sections of the Institutes of 
Justinian are concerned with topics of a kindred nature,. 
The opinion of the later Roman jurists would appear to 
be much the same as that of Mr. Justice Fry, as the 
following extract from the Institutes shows (lib. 2, tit. 
1, s. 34):—‘‘If a person has painted on the tablet of 
another, some think that the tablet accedes to the 
picture: others, that the picture, of whatever quality it 
may be, accedes to the tablet. It seems to me the better 
opinion that the tablet should accede to the picture; for 
it is ridiculous that a painting of Apelles or Parrhasius 
should be but the accessory of a thing of such smal 
value as a tablet.” 





Tue case or Boynton v. Boynton, referred to in our 
column on Current Topics last week, is reported in the 
House of Lords at 27 W. R. 825. 





The Albany Law Journal, with reference to some figures which 
we recently gave showing the expense of regis'ration of a piece 
of land of the value of £2,600 under the Act of 1875, says 
that, although the bill discloses a great amount of complexity 
and detail in the formalities, the amount of expense is 
probably not greater than for a similar transaction in the city 
of New York, when superintended and certified by a first- 
rate attorney, and accompanied by official searches. 


The Scotsman states that a monument has just been com- 
pleted on the Island of Colonsay in commemoration of the late 
Lord Colonsay. A monument formerly erected there 
was destroyed by lightning, and the present structure has 
been placed on the same site, It is executed in unpolished 
red granite, and is in the form of an obelisk raisedon a pedestal, 
which consists of base, die, and cap. With the view of giving 
elevation to the monument, a cairn has been formed round the 
base, the entire height of the structure being thirty feet. An 
inscription bas been carved on the pedestal in rai-ed letters 
stating that the memorial has been erected by the people of 
Colonsay. Standing as it does on one of the highest hills, 
the monument forms a prominent object. 

The Commissioners in Lunacy in their annual report, 
issued on the 28th inst., make various suggestions with 
regard to a modification of the lunacy laws as to reception of 
patients under order, and certificates, and in other respects. 
Among the points dealt with, we notice that the commis- 
sioners would not disapprove of the adoption of the Scotch 
law, that an order of reception should be valid for three 
years only, without a special report at the end of that time 
from the medical superintendent, to be repeated at the end 
of each subsequent year. ‘They also consider that it would 
be advisable to extend the prohibition against the admission 
of private patients on certificates signed by certain relatives 
of the person signing tho order, or taking the charge, tv 
connections by marriage, as wife's father or Eeother, etepson,. 
or daughter's husband. 
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THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT OF 
1879, 


From the point of view of legal reform, a session of 
Parliament cannot be called altogether barren which has 
produced the single statute placed at the head of this 
article. The Criminal Code, the Bankruptcy Bill, the 
County Court Bill, have all fallen victims to the notorious 
inability of the Legislature to fulfil the promises of the 
Ministry, even if the fate of the first mentioned was not 
assisted by a certain celebrated letter. We shall have 
to wait till another year, and perhaps till another Parlia- 
ment, for the carrying out of the comprehensive changes 
proposed in these departments of law, which are suffi- 
ciently important to attract popular interest. But, 
meanwhile, the Government was able to pass, almost un- 
observed, a modest Act, which in utility and the extent of 
its application will bear comparison with any of those 
that they were compelled to abandon. 

The Summary Jurisdiction Act will not come into 
operation until the Ist of January, 1880, so that our 
readers have ample time to make themselves acquainted 
with its provisions. On this occasion we propose merely 
to indicate its general position in the course of legislation 
upon the subject, and to point out some of the more 
important changes which it effects. No branch of 
judicial administration, not even excepting that of the 
county courts, has made greater advances in modern 
times than the summary jurisdiction of magistrates. It 
is commonly said that their powers are entirely the crea- 
tion of statute, but it would be more true to say that 
they are the creation of an indefinite number of statutes, 
which were intended to meet emergencies as they arose, 
and were incapable of being comprehended in any 
general view. ‘The historical aspect of the subject will 
be found discussed at length in Lambard’s learned 
treatise, bearing the quaint title of Eirenarcha. It is 
there stated that conservators of the peace were in 
primitive days elected by the frecholders of the county, 
in accordance with the ancient Teutonic custom which 
still survives in the case of coroners, They were first 
appointed by the Crown in 1326, under the authority of 
1Edw. 3, c. 16; and their present appellation of justices 
was acquired in the thirty-fourth year of the same reign, 
when they first received the power of trying felonies. 
But except so far as they possessed summary powers at 
common law, in virtue of their commission “to keep the 
peace,” their jurisdiction could only be exercised in 
accordance with the regular forms of law, including the 
verdict of a jury or ‘‘trial by the country.” It is not 
easy to determine when they first obtained the power, so 
anomalous aecording to our constitution, of trying offences 
summarily—i.e., without a jury. Instances can be found 
during the Tudor period; but these are rather examples 
of fiscal exaction than regular precedents. Under the 
Stuarts numerous statutes were passed, chiefly 
relating to disorderly conduct, swearing, drunkenness, 
ke, which conferred penal jurisdiction on justices ; 
until the height of severity was reached in the 
tegulations preventing smuggling and _ protecting 
game. But in each case the limit of jurisdiction and 
the mode of procedure specified in the particular statute 
had to be followed strictly, so that every conviction 
rested upon the words of ite own Act of Parliament. 
Uniformity of procedure was first introduced by the 
Well-known statute 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, which was 
passed with some minor Acts by Sir John Jervis when 
Attorney-General, and is thence generally known as 
Jervis Act. No higher praise could be given to the 
beneficial operation of Jervis’ Act than to observe that 
: is not repealed by the present statute, except so 
ar as regards a single unimportant section, Tho exist- 

practice relating to information, summons, and 
prac, and to forms of conviction remains unaltered, 
— Act, however, is very far from being a complete 
e of procedure in summary jurisdiction, nor did it 
Attempt to harmonize the numerous regulations which 





define the power of the court in each case and the limi- 
tations of sentence. The present Act, if not in all 
respects an adequate code, undertakes within its four 
corners to render uniform the entire course of summary 
jurisdiction in every case that may arise, whether under 
past or future statutes. 

The full extent of its provisions can only be under- 
stood after a careful study of the Act itself. Following 
the analogy of other consolidating Acts passed in recent 
sessions, it is divided into three parts; and the sections 
are split up into numerous sub-sections, which require 
to be considered side by side. At least four main 
principles may be discerned as having influenced the 
mind of the Legislature: (1) uniformity of procedure ; 
(2) discretion given to the justices; (3) recognition of 
petty sessions as a tribunal of growing importance ; 
(4) leniency to offenders, whether criminal or quasi- 
criminal. On the first point, it is sufficient to remark 
that the right of appeal on the facts to quarter sessions, 
which has hitherto depended upon the provisions of each 
special Act creating the offence, is now (section 19) ex- 
tended to every case where the offender is sentenced to 
imprisonment without the option of a fine; and at the 
same time the mode of appeal on a point of law by 
special case to the High Court of Justice is (section 33) 
enlarged in such a way as to supersede to a large extent 
recourse to a writ of certiorari. The procedure on 
appeal before quarter sessions (section 31), and on the 
execution of distress warrants (section 43), is also now 
first rendered uniform. The discretion given to the 
justices involves a more novel and important principle. 
Up to the present time, one of the most well-founded 
complaints against the administration of summary justice 
has been that the court is bound down to minimum 
penalties, and, indeed, that in many cases the minimum 
and maximum penalty is identical. While at the assizes 
and sessions it was possible to inflict the formal sentence 
of a single day’s confinement, magistrates often had no 
alternative but to follow up conviction with a compara- 
tively long term of imprisonment with hard labour. 
This hardship is now abundantly remedied. A court of 
summary jurisdiction is empowered (section 16) to adopt 
one of two courses, “ when the offence, though proved, is 
of so trifling a nature that it is thought inexpedient to 
proceed to punishment ”:—It may either dismiss the in- 
formation, without proceeding to conviction, or it may 
convict the offender, and then dismiss him on his giving 
security to come up for sentence when called upon. 
Further (section 4), though a specific term of imprison- 
ment with hard labour and a specific fine be imposed by 
the statute creating the offence, the court is empowered 
to dispense with hard labour, and to reduce the term of 
imprisonment and the amount of the fine. The growth 
of petty sessions, as the regular court of first instance 
for the trial of all important offences, is now first dis- 
tinctly recognized. Up to the present time, @ single 
justice, sitting in any place which ipso fucto becomes an 
open court, has possessed the full power of summary 
jurisdiction, except in those numerous cases where the 
presence of two justices is expressly required by statute. 
The exception is now made the rule. The eleven sub- 
sections of section 20, which deal with this subject, are 
of a highly complicated nature, but the following is a 
short abstract of their substance :—For the future, a 
court of summary jurisdiction can only sit either in a 
petty sessional court-house, or in an occasional court- 
house specially appointed. The highest jurisdiction—te., 
of dealing summarily with indictable offeuces—is limited 
to two or more justices sitting in a petty sessional court- 
house, on days specially appointed, The full jurisdic- 
tion in other summary cases—i.e., the power to give the 
full sentence of fine and imprisoument—is limited to two 
or more justices sitting in a petty sessional court-house 
on any day. A single justice, sitting in a petty sessional 
court-house, and any court, whether composed of one or 
more justices, sitting in an occasional court-house, can 
only sentence to imprisonment for fourteen days and a 
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fine of twenty shillings. These regulations apply to 
cases arising under any past Act. As to cases arising 
under any future Act, a single justice will have no 
powers whatever of summary jurisdiction. At the same 
time, authority is given (section 30) to purchase or build 
petty sessional court-houses, and a series of important 
duties (section 22) is thrown upon the petty sessional 
clerks appointed under the Act of 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 
43). The higher status thus conferred upon petty ses- 
sions may be illustrated by the provision (section 9) that 
recognizances need no longer be sent to the clerk of 
the peace at quarter sessions to be estreated. There is 
no space to enumerate the many instances of lenity in- 
tended to be shown towards offenders, some of which 
have already been alluded to. For the future, no child 
under twelve (section 15) is to be sentenced to imprison- 
meut for more than one month, or to a fine of more than 
forty shillings. The presence in court of the child’s 
parent or guardian is regularly required (section 10); and, 
with the consent of such parent, the child can be sum- 
marily tried for any offence other than homicide. The 
graduated scale of imprisonment for non-payment of 
money, first introduced by 28 & 29 Vict. c. 127, is ren- 
dered considerably more favourable to the defaulter. In 
all cases of a sum adjudged to be due by any conviction or 
order (i.e., in any criminal or quasi-criminal proceeding), 
the court may allowtime for payment, may direct payment 
to be made by instalments, or may require securities for 
the amount due. Wherever the fine does not exceed 
five shillings, the payment of costs need not be imposed 
upon theoffender. When asum of money is recoverable 
by summary process (as, e.g., under the Employers and 
Workmen Act of 1875), such sum shall be deemed a civil 
debt (section 6); execution will no longer be enforced 
by distress warrant, but (section 35) only by committal 
under the safeguard of the Debtors Act of 1869. To 
conclude with two small instances where the severity of 
our law has hitherto been excessive, no person can here- 
after be imprisoned for more than six months in default 
of finding securities to keep the peace (section 25), nor 
under any of the statutes relating to the Inland Revenue 
and Customs. 








GUARDIAN OF PERSON OF NON-COMPOS. 


Tze question whether the Chancery Division has 
jurisdiction to appoint a guardian of a person of unsound 
mind not so found by inquisition came before the Lords 
Justices in the case of Re Bligh on the 26th of July last. 
The petition was by the sister of a lady of unsound mind 
praying for an inquiry as to her lunacy. In the state- 
ment of the case (27 W. R. 876), it appeared that there 
had been an action in the Chancery Division by the lady 
and one of her sisters (not the petitioner) as her next 
friend, in which an order had been made for an account 
of the plaintiff's income, and guardians appointed, and 
provision made for her custody, maintenance, and 
comfort. It was objected that if the Chancery Division 
had such jurisdiction, it should not be exercised unless the 

y were small. The 12th section of the Lunacy 
Regulation Act, 1862, under which such jurisdiction is 
supposed to exist, is as follows :—“ Where, by the report 
of one of the Masters in Lunacy or of the Commissioners 
in Lunacy, or by affidavit or otherwise, it is established 
to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor, intrusted as 
aforesaid, that any person is of unsound mind and in- 
capable of managing his affairs, and that his property 
does not exceed £1,000 in value, or that the income 
thereof does not exceed £50 per annum, the Lord 
Chancellor, intrusted as aforesaid, may, without directing 
an inquiry under a Commission of Lunacy, make such 
order aa he may consider expedient for the purpose of 
rendering the property of such person or the income 
thereot available for his maintenance or benefit.” Now, 
it is clear that, although this section does not in terms 
sanction the appointment of a guardian of the person of 





a lunatic not so found, yet it does, in cases where thg 
property is of limited extent, allow the Chancery Division 
to provide for his maintenance, &c., in the f 
manner. In support of the contention that this juris. 
diction has been exercised by the appointment of such g 
guardian the case of Vane v. Vane (2 Ch. D. 124) was 
cited, and the words of the report were read to the court 
as follows :—‘‘ The Master of the Rolls thereupon made 
a decree, &c., . . . and directing the appointment 
of a guardian of the person and estate of the plaintiff, 
with inquiries as to her past and future maintenance,” 
James, L.J., considered there must be a mistake 
in using the term “appointment of a guardian” 
in Vane v. Vane: “No doubt the court has power, in 
executing the trusts of an estate, to make an order 
to apply the income without its being necessary to make 
an inquisition ; but that is only in the execution ofa 
trust. The court cannot usurp jurisdiction. I remem- 
ber a case where the court ordered the friends of a per. 
son of unsound mind to apply the income in a certain 
way, but it did not affect to appoint a guardian,” 
Cotton, L.J., was also of opinion that all the Chancery 
Division does is, having a fund, to authorize it to be 
applied in supporting a person of unsound mind. That 
practically gives a direction for his maintenance by the 
person holding the fund, but it is not appointing a 
guardian. By a curious coincidence, the instinct of 
these learned judges appears to have hit the blot, but 
the remarkable thing is that the blot is not in the facts, 
but in the report of the case. On looking at the report 
of Vane v. Vane, 24 W. R. 602, we find the latter part 
of the decree set out, and the words are ‘‘ Refer it to 
chambers to appoint a proper person to act in the nature 
of a guardian of her (the plaintiff's) person and estate.” 
And on referring to the record (Reg. Lib. 1876, B. 468), 
we find this to the wording of the decree in Vane v. Vane, 
Searching further, we find the case of Bligh v. O’ Connell 
(26 W. R. 311), in which Vice-Chancellor Bacon follows 
the case of Vane v. Vane; and on referring to the record 
of this case also (Reg. Lib. 1878, A. 654), we find the 
decree worded as in Vane v. Vane. Presumably this 
case of Bligh v. O'Connell is the case of the lunatic 
respecting whom the application now under review was 
made. In those cases, therefore, the Chancery Division 
only intended to appoint a person to do what a guardian 
would do in regard to maintenance, and not to assume 
jurisdiction to appoint a guardian. This looks like “s 
distinction without a difference,” but it is in accordance 
with a very old practice of the court, as exemplified in 
Morgan v. Morgan (Reg. Lib. 1838, B. 984), see Seton, 
3rded.,710. Andthispracticeis analogous to that prevail- 
ing in the only other case in which the Chancery Divi- 
sion appoints a person “in the nature of a guardian”; 
that is to say, where there is an existing guardian who is 
resident abroad or otherwise incapable under the cir- 
cumstances of acting as guardian. 

In the principal case, Le Bligh (27 W. R. 876), it 
would appear that Vice-Chancellor Bacon, in Bligh ¥. 
O’ Connell, went beyond the limit on which tho Master 
of the Rolls acted in Vane v. Vane—that is to say, beyond 
the limit of value as specified in the 12th section of the 
Lunacy Regulation Act. Upon the whole, regarding om 
the one hand the correct report of Vane v. Vane, and, 
on the other hand, the observations of the Lords Justices 
in Re Bligh, it seems that the Chancery Division, where 
the property of a lunatic not so found does not exceed 
£1,000, or the income £50 a year, has jurisdiction to 
apply that property for the maintenance of the lunatic; 
and it seems, further, that there can be no objection 
to the appointment of a person “in the nature of & 
guardian” to effect that object. 
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Rehiews. 
BILLS OF EXCHANGE. 


A Dicest or tHE Law or Bitts or Excnance, Pro- 
missory Notes, anp Cuzques. By M. D. Cuatmers, 
M.A. London: Stevens & Sons. 

This is an able and interesting work, and tends with 
the previous books of Mr. Justice Stephen and Mr. 
Frederick Pollock, constructed upon a similar plan, to 
show that the attention of English lawyers is fixed upon 
the design of codification. It also furnishes another 
signal instance of the susceptibility of our law as it 
stands, or very nearly so, to that process. The law of 
bills of exchange is, however, also a matter which has 
engaged the attention of the jurists who met at Guild- 
hall recently, and it is not improbable that one of the 
earliest beneficial results to be hoped for from their 
labours will be an international code of rules respecting 
these instruments. Mr. Chalmers has, throughout the 
present work, noted in detail many of the points in 
which the continental systems differ from our own; and 
he has in the introduction briefly and clearly pointed 
out the fundamental distinction between the principle of 
the Code de Commerce and the English point of view. 
The German law appears, in most respects, to resemble 
that of England rather than of France; but we 
believe that by the law of Germany, as in France, 
non-acceptance gives a right to security, not to sue 
immediately for payment. In the year 1876 a report 
was drawn by a commission appointed by the Association 
for the Reform of the Law of Nations, which embodied 
principles for an international law of bills. This draft 
followed in most points the German law. It is a useful 
and suggestive document, although containing several 
propositions of which we doubt the expediency. For 
instance, it provided that default of notice of dishonour 
should merely give a right against a defaulting party to 
damages occasioned thereby. The English rule appears 
to us to be more simple and more beneficial. Again, 
serious questions may be raised whether delivery ought 
not to be of the essence of the contract of acceptance, so 
as to admit of cancellation of the signature before the 
document is delivered. 

Mr. Chalmers’ book is strictly limited in its scope ; and 
we think that he would have rendered it more convenient 
by making it more comprehensive. For example, the 
law applicable to cases of bills drawn against cover, in- 
cluding the rule in Ex parte Waring, is all matter 
closely associated with his subject, and at the same 
time lending itself readily to treatment in detached, 
terse statements. We hope that if another edition of 
his work is called for, or, indeed, in a separate supple- 
ment, he will present the profession with the pith of 
the decisions on this head, among which the judgment 
of Lord Justice Mellish in Ha parte Banner (24 W. R. 
476, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 278), and several others in recent 
years, suggest themselves. We should also have been 
glad if the book had included an account of the practice 
in actions upon bills. 

We have hardly any fault to find with the mode in 
which the author carries out the plan of his work, which 
he states as follows:—‘‘ A general proposition is first 
laid down. Qualifications or less obvious deductions, 
when of sufficient importance, are next stated in the 
form of explanations. Then come the exceptions, if any. 
These abstract propositions are illustrated, when neces- 
sary, by examples showing their application to particular 
states of fact, Each general proposition, with its 
accompanying ‘ explanations,’ and ‘ exceptions,’ forms a 
Separate article,” 

Now and then, but even so much as this we say with 
some hesitation, it may be that the propositions of law 
are a little too positive or too wide, On pago 3 we find 
it stated that “if tho drawer and drawee be the same 
person, or if the drawee be a flotitious person, the holder 





may treat the instrument at his option either as a bill of 
exchange or as a note.” We should prefer to say “asa 
note, or (probably) at his option as a bill of exchange.” 
The recent case of Yorkshire Banking Company v. 
Beatson (L. R. 4 C. P. D. 204) supplies an exception to 
the broad rule laid down in art. 77: “A partner in a 
trading firm has prima facie authority to bind the firm 
by drawing, indorsing, or accepting bills in the firm 
name for partnership purposes; and if the bill get into 
the hands of a holder for value without notice, the pre- 
sumption of authority becomes absolute, and it is imma- 
terial whether it was given for partnership purposes or 
not.” The case quoted has decided that where the style 
of the firm consists simply of the individual name of the 
partner who signed the bill, authority must be proved in 
order to charge the firm. The effect of an earlier case 
of Edmunds v. Bushell is stated by Mr. Chalmers (art. 
71, expl. 1, illust. 2) in a manner which suggests the 
very point, substituting an unknown principal for an un- 
known partner as the party to be charged. “ A princi- 
pal trades and carries on a business in the name of one 
of his agents (a clerk). He is liable on a bill accepted 
by the clerk in his own name in respect of that business, 
although the clerk in accepting it acted contrary to his 
private instructions.” The real facts of that case were 
that the business was carried on, and the bill was signed 
by Bushell (the agent) in the name of “ Bushell & Co.” 
The business was one in which a partner would be pre- 
sumed to have authority to accept bills. In point of 
fact, the bill was drawn for partnership purposes; but 
we infer that if it had been necessary to go so far, the 
question whether it was so or not would have been held 
immaterial in favour of a holder without notice. This 


would not have been immaterial, according to York- 
shire Banking Company v. Beatson, had the firm name 
been the individual name simpliciter; and thus Mr. 
Chalmers, putting the facts of his illustration as he does, 
properly inserts the words ‘‘ in respect of that business.” 


In the old case of South Carolina Bank v. Case, 
Lord Tenterden simply bases his judgment, holding 
the firm liable, on the fact that, under the circum- 
stances, the name of the individual partner, which he 
signed on the bills, was to be considered as the name of 
the firm for the purposes of the business in America. 
It was, according to the principle of the receat 
decision, material for that decision that the transaction 
was in fact for the purposes of the partnership ; and it 
appears from the report and argument that this was so, 
There is a great distinction in reason between cases in 
which the only business carried on by the signing 
partner is the firm business, such as was the case last 
mentioned, and cases in which he carries on an indi- 
vidual business. The very clear judgment of Lord 
Justice Mellish in Jn re Adansonia Fibre Company 
(L. R. 9 Ch. 635), illustrates this. 

We find the recent important decisions carefully re- 
ferred to throughout Mr. Chalmers’ book. We will 
present him with two only, which we quite believe his 
better judgment may have considered unnecessary to 
cite, but which, at all events, would do no harm. On 
page 24 he might have added a reference to Hogarth v. 
Latham (26 W. R. 388, L. R. 3 Q. 3. D, 543); and, to 
the explanation of Art. 210, the instructive case of Union 
Bank of Canada v. Cole (47 L. J.C. P. 100) may be cited, 
That article runs thus: “ The drawee of a bill, as such, 
incurs no liability to the holder, and there is no privity of 
contract between them.” It might perhaps be re-cast so 
as to cover the rule that a cheque does not operate as an 
assignment or charge of any fund in the drawee’s hands 
We may add that, oddly enough, we have not discovered 
any explicit statement that the parties to a Dill may be 
sued concurrently. If it is the case that this is not men- 
tioned, except by implication (for it is referred bo in one 
place, at all events, and may be implied in others), the 
defect could, be remedied by inserting two werds in 
art. 171, 

Our readers who use this book (and they will, we 
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trust, be numerous) ought te have their attention called 
to the practice of the writer (explained in the introduc- 
tion) of using the term “ bill ” in the articles, as includ- 
ing cheques and promiseory notes; “bill of exchange” 
when the proposition does not apply equally to these. 
We also notice a very convenient method of referring 
to every case with the year of its decision, so that it 
can be readily enough looked for in some other than 
the authorized report. 


SUMMONSES AND ORDERS. 


Forms or Summonsgs AND Orpers, wiTH Notes. For 
USE AT JupGES’ CHAMBERS AND IN THE District Recis- 
trizs. By W. F. A. Arcuripap, M.A. 


The nature and contents of this work are clearly in- 
dicated in its title. It isa collection of forms of sum- 
monses and orders, with notes as to points of practice, 
and references to decided cases, many of them being of 
quite recent date. The book is pubiished, as we gather 
from the preface, as an instalment and by way of antici- 
pation of a somewhat more extensive treatise which the 
author has in hand upon the new practice in the common 
law divisions, a treatise designed principally for the use 
of solicitors. 

Accuracy and care and industry are the qualities most 
needed to give excellence to such a work, and these 
qualities have been employed without stint in the pro- 
duction of Mr. Archibald’s little volume. The author 
has had the skill to compress into a comparatively small 
compass, not only a complete table of the very numerous 
summonses and orders in use at judges’ chambers and 
in the district registries, but also much valuable infor- 
mation upon the various subjects with which those 
tribunals are called upon to deal. The arrangement. of 
the work is admirably methodical, and the information 
that it affords is given in a very clear and pleasant form. 
‘The various subjects treated of are divided under separate 
headings, the form of summons and order appropriate to 
each of them being given in the first place, followed by 
such notes and suggestions as the particular subject may 
require. Of the numerous divisions of the treatise, each 
has in this way the great merit of being distinct and 
complete in itself. The subjects of “ Privilege,” 
** Garnishee Orders,”’ ‘‘ Transfer of Actions,” ‘ Refer- 
ence,” and, last but not least, “Injunction,” are con- 
sidered with especial care and at considerable length, 
and these are the portions of the work which will prob- 
ably be found to have the greatest interest and value. 
Murked care and attention have also been bestowed upon 
tue important subject of claims and counter-claims, and 
the recently decided cases upon this head are duly col- 
lated, and set out in parallel columns. For purposes of 
reference this arrangement is excellent, the reader being 
enabled to see almost at a glance in what cases the 
counter-claim has or has not been allowed. So far as 
our researches have extended, the copious references 
throughout the book to decided cases, under the various 
headings, appear to be given with entire accuracy, and 
the value of the work as a book of reference is yet 
farther enhanced by « full and well-arranged index. 
Both as a book of forms, and also as a work of reference 
upon many important and constantly-occurring points 
of practice, this “‘ unpretentious volume,” as Mr. Archi- 
baid in his preface modestly describes it, cannot fail, we 
think, to be of very great service to members of both 
branches of the legal profession. 


TORTS, 

A Scuuany ov THe Law or Tots on Waronas Inverunp- 
est oF Comruact. By Axruvx Unsoeunts, Barrister- 
at-Law. Sxcon» Enrtion. Butterworths, 

Mr. Underhill has re-written the first chapter of his 
book, and bas added new chapters upon injunction, 
negligence, and fraud, We observe a considerable im- 
provement in respect of accuracy and care in the present 


edition; and as a means of giving an elementary knowe* 
ledge of the subject it will be useful. But the state. 
ments of law are necessarily condensed and not always 
sufficiently full—see, for instance, the statement on p. 
97, that ‘‘ the character of a servant, given to a person 
requesting it, is privileged.” Why does Mr. Underhill 
cite R. v. Leroy [Lefroy] only from the Weekly Notes ? 
The index needs attention; there is no heading “ Con- 
tempt of Court.” 











General Correspondence. 


VACATION BUSINESS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—We beg to send you copy of a letter which we- 
have sent to the secretary of the Law Institution upon 
what we consider to be a very important matter, and 
as the council of the institution will not sit during the- 
vacation, we think it well to have the attention of the 
profession called to it at once. G, L. P. Eyre & Co. 

Aug. 21, 1879. 

August 19, 1879. 

Dear Sir,—As individual solicitors of the Supreme Coart 
of Judicature, our protest against the new order of the 
vacation jadges that no applications for judgments under 
order 14, or even a judgment debtcr’s summons, will be 
entertained would be perfectly useless, but we think it our 
duty to apply to you, as the secretary of the Law Institu- 
tion, to bring before the council this new order in the in- 
terests of our clients, We are induced to do this, because, 
having a jadgment summons pending in a suit, we this 
morning attended to support such summons, but found 
that it would be perfectly useless, the judge, Mr. Justice 
Field, having given directions that the judgment sum- 
monses were not to be called, thus proclaiming a jubilee 
vacation for all debtors. 

As this is a new state of things, and, one which, though 
quite compatible with the easement of the vacation judges, 
is not compatible with the interests of our clients, and, 
therefore, of the clients of the whole body of which we are 
members, we think it our duty to ask that the council 
should at once give the matter their consideration, and, if 
they agree with us, that they will at once take steps to 
have an alteration of this new order, or to call a public 
meeting of solicitors for its being duly dealt with, as we 
cannot bat think that both the council and solicitors must 
view this new order as virtually superseding what we con- 
sider to be the real ivtention of recent legislation and the 
new orders.—We are, Dear Sir, yours troly, 

G, L. P. Eyre & Co. 

E. W. Wiit1amson, Esq., Secretary, Incorporated Law 
Society, Chancery-lane. 


[We are informed that a summons under ord. 14, r. i. 
is issued in vacation as of course, and that most of the 
masters will hear these summonses without any special 
affidavit as to the pressing nature of the case. We 
believe, however, that this does not apply to all the 
masters.—Ep. S. J.] 


FUNDS IN CHANCERY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—A parliamentary return just issued shews the 
receipts and expenditure of the Paymaster-General on 
behalf of the Court of Chancery from September 1, 1877, 
to August 31, 1878. As the return is likely to interest 
your readers, permit me to give an extract therefrom. 

The cash receipts amounted to £17,636,743 10s. 7d. 
(which includes a balance of £5,183,623 2s, 6d, from 
the previous year), and the securities are valued at 
£74,924,370 11s. 11d., or, in round numbers, the cash 








and securities amount to over £92,500,000. After pay- 
ments during the year to the extent of £20,000,000, or 
thereabouts, the balance in hand at the close of the year 
was no less than £72,479,302, in addition to which the 
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foreign currencies were represented by 32,48,837 rupees, 
“95,000 dollars (American), 14,000 guilders, and 9,275 
‘francs. 

These enormous funds are mainly invested in consols 
and other Government stocks, but a large proportion is in 
the Metropolitan Consolidated Stock, debentures of the 
leading railway and dock companies, colonial and foreiga 
bonds, shares of gas and water companies, &c. A long 
list finishes with this item: “ Notes, bills, and private 
bonds, £27,188 2s. 10d.” 

The Bank of England is custodian of the following, 
among other, curious and valuable items standing to the 
credit of the Paymaster-General: several boxes respec- 
“tively containing ‘‘ diamond necklace, coronet, and ear- 
rings,” ‘‘ jewellery, family relics, and silver plate,” 
‘presentation plute,” ‘small articles of jewellery,” 
‘securities for the testator’s outstanding personal estate,” 
** Waterloo-bridge shares,” ‘‘ Indian and foreign invest- 
ments,” ‘* documents of title, jewels, trinkets, watches, 
and personal ornaments.” 

It will be satisfactory to the legal profession to know 
that not only are the funds in court yearly increasing, 
but also that the business of all the departments of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice shows 
an increase. 

Epwarp Preston 
(Author of ‘‘ Unclaimed Money ”’). 








Cases of the deck. 


CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 
AUG, 27. 

Company—Winpinc Up—Svpervision Ornper—Ap- 
POINTMENT oF LIQUIDATORS.—I.n the care of The Stud Com- 
pany, before the Vacation Judge on the 27ch inst., a petition 
for a compuls‘ry order was presented by a creditor, who 
alleged he was prejudiced by the voluntary winding up 
which had been agreed to by the company, inasmuch xs the 
directors and secretary of the company were the voluntary 
liquidators who had been appointed, and it was alleged that 
they were also creditors of the company, and, therefvre, that 
the interests of the outside creditors wonld not be fully con- 
sidered, Creditors to a small amount supported the perition. 
The company offered to conseut to the voluntary winding 
up being continued under supervision if the present liquida- 
tors were continued, but this was obj cted to, and the 
petitioner required to have some nominee of his own asso- 
ciated with the other liquidators. Outside trade creditors 
asked for the appointment of a nomivee of their own as 
liquidator. A sale of the stock of the company had been 
advertised for the middie of September, and the company 
feared that the new liquidator or liquidators might interfere 
with or alter the arrangements for this sale. Eventually 
Stephen, J., directed the voluntary winding up to be con- 
tinued under supervision, and appoin'ed as liquidators: (1) 
an accountant accepted by the company, and by the inde- 
pendent creditors who supported the company; (2) an 
accountant entirely independent ; and (3) the secretary of 
the company ; his lordship making a declaration that the 
advertized sale was not to be interfered with, except by 
order of the court. 


MepicaL Pracritioner—Generat Counc, or Mepreat 
Epvcation—Resroration or Name to Mepican List— 
Manpamus—21 & 22 Vicor. 0, 90—Oxper In Vacation — 
An application ex parte was made to the jud:e for an order 
nisi to the General Counol of Medical Education and 
Registration to show cxuse why a mandamus should not 
issue commanding them to restore the tame of a medical 
practitioner to the medical register, his name having been 
Struck off such register by them. The applicant, it ap- 
peared, had high degr es and qualifications ; but the reason 
of his name being erased was that he had been engeget in an 
‘expedition in the year 1871, from Australia to the Fiji 
Islands, for the purpose of cotton planting, but which ended 
by various natives of the New Hebrides lalunds being kill d 
or kidnapped, He alloged he had not taken any active part 





in these misdeeds, and that, in fact, he had laid informations 
under which some of the crew of the ship had been sub- 
seqnently convicted of manslaughter at Sydney and 
elsewhere. It was contended that, under the 21 & 22 Vict. 
c. 90, no name could be erased except for professional 
misconduct, and, further, that the council had adjudged 
upon the applicant's case without calling him before them 
to defend himself. Stephen, J., granted an order nisi for a 
mandamus to be directed to the council, but such order was 
not to be returnable until after the vacation. 


JupGMENT Crepiror — Equirastze Execution — Re- 
CEIVER APPOINTED EX PARTE AND BEFORE APPEARANCE. — 
An application was made for a receiver ex parte and before 
appearance, under the following circumstances :—A judg- 
ment creditor who had obtained an elegit was unable to 
enforce it, owing to the legal estate being outstanding. 
Under these circumstances, as bankruptcy proceedngs were 
feared, in which case he might not obtain priority, he 
desired to have a receiver appointed so as to get equitable 
execution at once. If the recerver were appointed, it was 
contended the plaintiff would thereby become a secured 
creditor. Stephen, J., m»de the order asked for, extending 
the appointment of the recciver over next Wednesday. 


Witt—DiscraIMeR oF TrusteEes—RENUNCIATION—AP- 
POINTMENT OF New TRusTEts— Vestine ORDER—RECEIVER 
UNTIL GRANT OF ADMINISTRATION WITH WILL ANNEXED.— 
To a case of In re Ashton it appeared that the trustees of a 
will bad all disclaimed, and that the executors bad re- 
nounced probate. Under these circumstances, an appli- 
cation was made for the appointment of new trustees of 
the will, and for an order vesting the real estate in them, 
and also that a receiver might be appointed of the personal 
estate until administration with the will annexed had been 
granted to the new trostees. The plaintiff was an infant 
beneficiary, and the defendants were the testator’s widow, 
who took an interest under the will, and some other bene- 
ficiaries. The defendants consented to the application, and 
Stephen, J., made the order asked for. 


Company—LiQuiDATION—SAaLe oF ASsETS—DIsSENTIENT 
SHAREHOLDER—(ompantgs Act, 1862, s. 161—Ina case 
ot In re Metropolitan Bank a motion was made by a vissen- 
tient shareholder, who had daly complied with the provi- 
sions of section 161 of the Companies Act, that the transfer 
of the assets might be restrained notil his claim had been 
disposed of in pursuance of the requirements of the section. 
By section 161, if any shareholder expresses his dissent in 
the mode therein pointed out, the liquidatora must either 
abstain from carrying the transfer resolved upon into effect, 
or must purchase the ioterest held by such dissentient 
shareholder at a price to be determined according to sec- 
tion 162 by arbitration, suck parchase-money to be paid 
before the campany is dissolved, and to be raised by the 
liqnidators in manner determived by special resolution. 
In this case the liqaidators proposed tocarry out the traus- 
ter before going to arbitration, or securing the value of the 
shares. One objection to the motion was that the shares 
were not fully paid up. St phen, J., overruling the objec- 
tion, ordered the company to pay into court the fall value 
of the shares, and the shareholder to pay into court the 
amount unpaid on the shares, the company to proceed at 
once with the arbitration. 


—— 


Brut oF satk—ReotstTRaTIOoN—PrronitY—Bitts or Sats 
Act, 1878, s. 10,—In a ewe of Groves v. Brown, an impor- 
tant question arose as to the eff-ct of section 10 of the Bills 
of Sale Act on a bill of sale which was not registered as 
against a subsequent one duly registered. Seotion 10, acter 
directing registration, provides that, “tin case two or more 
bills of sale are given, cow prising ia whole or in part any of 
the same chattels, ‘hey shall have priority in the or er of 
the date ot their registration respectively as regards sae’ 
chattels.” In the above care a motion was mate by the 
holder of a duly registered b:11 of sale to restrain the holler 
of a prior unregistered DIU cf sale from selling, on the 
ground, amongst others, that the plaiotif® had acqa red 
priority wnder the above words, Stephen, J., considered toe 
point a moat important one, but, having regerd to the lige 
question it involved and to the necessary consideration of 








854 








the whole object and effect of the new Act, he-did not deem 
it one to be determined on the interlocutory application. 
What he should do would be to leave it for the trial, merely 
directing the plaintiff to bring into court the amount secured 
by the unregistered bill of sale upon which the defendant 
must give up possession of the property comprised in his bill 
of sale and all securities for the same. 





PARTNERSHIP—REFERENCE TO ARBITRATION—CoMMON 
Law Procepure Act, 1854, s. 11—In a case of Piercy v. 
Young a motion was made in the action by the defendant to 
stay all further proceedings, and refer the whole question in 
dispute, which related to certain — adventures 
_ between the parties, to arbitration. The statement of claim 

had been delivered, and this application was based on 
section 11 of the Common Law Procedare Act, 1854, by 
which the judge has power, “‘after appearance and before 
plea or answer, upon being satisfied that no sufficient reason 
exists why the matters in dispute cannot be or ought not to 
be referred to arbitration according” to the agreement for arbi- 
trations, to make a rule staying all further proceedings. In 
the present case it was alleged that there was an sgreement to 
refer, and also that the case was one proper to be so referred. 
Stephen, J., although with considerable doubt, held that it 
was a case on the whole in which he ought to exercise his 
discretion and stay all further proceedings. As the defend- 
ant desired it, and for the convenience of the arbitrator, he 
would, however, allow the pleadings to be completed and the 
parties to have the usual discovery. 








Obituary. 


LORD GORDON. 


The Right Hon. Edward Strathearn Gordon, Lord Gor- 
don, LL.D., one of the Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, died at 
Brussels, of disease of the heart, on the 21st inst., aged sixty- 
five. Lord Gordon was the eldest son of Major George 
Gordon, of the 2nd Foot, and was born in1814. Hewaseducated 
at the Inverness Academy and at the University of Edin- 
burgh, where he had received the degree of LL.D. He was 
admitted a member of the Faculty of Advocates in Scotland 
in 1835, and in 1850 he was appointed Sheriff of Perthshire. 
In July, 1866, on the formation of the Earl of Derby’s third 
Administration, he received the appointment of Solicitor- 
General fer Scotland, and about a year later he succeeded 
the late Mr. Patton as Lord Advocate. He became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1868, having in the previous December 
entered the House of Commons as M.P. for Thetford. At 
the general election of November, 1868, he contested the 
Universities of Glasgow and Aberdeen, but was defeated by 
the present Lord Moncrieff. Immediately after the general 
election he retired from office with his party, and he was 
soon afterwards elected Dean of the Faculty of Advocates. 
In November, 1876 (on the promotion of Mr. Moncrieff to 
the bench), he again contested the Universities of Glasgow 
and Aberdeen, and he succeeded in defeating the late Mr. 
Architald Smith by a large majority; and at the last 
general election he was returned ws Aa opposition. In 
February, 1874, on the formation of the present Govern- 
ment, Mr. Gordon was re-appointed Lord Advocate. In 
his official capacity he carried several important measures 
through the House of Commons (including the Scotch 
Reform Act of 1868, the Abolition of Patronage Act, 1874, 
and the Sheriffs’ Court Amendment Act, 1876), and he had 
for several years a very extensive practice in Scotch appeals 
before the House of Lords. In September, 1876, on the 
pessing of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act of that year, he 
was selected, with Mr. Justice Blackburn, as one of the 
Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, and he was shortly afterwards 
sworn in a4 a Privy Councilior, and was created a baron for 
life, with the title of Baron Gordon of Drumearn. In his 
judicial capacity Lord Gordon displayed great courtesy and 
amiability, and was extremely popular with those members 
of the bar who have practised in the House of Lords, In 
Scotch appeals his learning and experience were of very 
great valne, but in determining E cases his modesty 
induced him, as a rule, to refrain from expressing his opinion 
at very great — = It may be remembered, however, that 
in the case of Ts Wear Commissioners v. Adamson (26 
W. R. 217) he dissented from the rest of the law lords, and 
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delivered an elaborate judgment, in which he reviewed the- 
general principles which govern the construction of the 
statutes. Lord Gordon’s health failed about a year ago, 
and under medical advice he spent the winter in the South 
of France. On the re-assembling of Parliament in February 


he resumed his judicial duties, but he showed great signs of 


weakness, and his attendance in the House of Lords was 
somewhat irregular. He attended for the last time on the 
1st of the present month, and took part in two judgments, 
About a fortnight latter he left England for Homburg, but 
he was taken very ill at Brussels, and was unable to go any 
farther. Medical aid was found to be of no avail, and he 
died after a few days’ illness. Lord Gordon was married to. 
the only daughter of Mr. John McInnes, of Auchenrevch, 
Stirlingshire, and he leaves seven children. 





SIR JOHN GEORGE SHAW-LEFEVRE, K.C.B. 


Sir John George Shaw-Lefevre, barrister, K.C.B., many 
years Clerk of the Parliaments, died at Cliftonville, near 
Brighton, on the 20th inst., at the age of eighty-two, after 
a short illness. The deceased was the second son of Mr, 
Charles Shaw-Lefevre, many years M,P. for Reading, and 
he was @ younger brother of Viscount Eversley. He wag 
born in 1797, and was educated at Eton, and he was for- 
merly Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as senior wrangler and first Smith’s prizeman in 
1818. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1825, and he practised for several years as a 
conveyancer. His first engagement in the public service 
commenced in 1832, when he was employed as a commis- 
sioner for the division of the counties under the Reform 
Act. He sat for a short time in the House of Commons, as 
M.P. for the borough of Petersfield in the Liberal interest, 
and in 1833 he was appointed by the late Earl of Derby to 
the office of Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies. He 
acted for several years os an Emigration Commissioner. 
He also assisted in the preparation of the first Poor Law 
Amendment Act of Lord Melbourne’s Government. His 
next permanent appointment was that of joint Agsistant- 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, he having in the mean- 
time acted as one of the Emigration Commissioners, and 
having in 1847 declined the appointment of Governor of 
Ceylon, which was pressed upon him in very flattering 
terms by Earl Grey. In 1848 he was appointed by Lord 
John Russell to the office of Deputy-Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments, and in 1856 he succeeded the late Sir George Rose 
as principal Clerk, and in the following year he was created 
a Civil Knight Commander of the Order of the Bath. Sir 
J. Lefevre also acted as a member of the Committee for 
enquiring into the System of Education for the Indian Civil 
Service, and he was selected (with the late Sir Edward: 
Ryan) as one of the firat members of the permanent Civil 
Service Commission. He was also a member of the first 
Endowed Schools Commission. Sir J. Lefevre rendered 
most valuable service in his capacity of Clerk of the Par- 
liaments, and was very highly esteemed and respected by 


the peers of both parties. In the conduct of the appellate . 


business of the House his professional experience was of 
great service, and be rendered his valuable assistance in 
the scheme for revising and indexing the public statutes. 
He was one of the founders of the University of London, 
of which he was for many years Vice-Chancellor. The 
deceased was an accomplished linguist, and took a warm 
interest in all scientific researches, and he was to have 
presided over the economic section at the Sheffield meeting 
of the British Association. In 1875, he resigned the office 
of Clerk of the Parliaments, and retired on a fal) salary. 
On the 8th of March, the Lord Chancellor announced the 
resignation to the House, and spoke of Sir J. Lefevre's 
valuable services in drawing up decrees and orders on 
appeal, Earl Granville also stated that Sir J, Lefevre 
had served on no less than sixteen unpaid commissions, 
and on the 11th of March (on the motion of the Dake of 
Richmond) the House passed a resolution recognizing the 
value of his services, and expressing their regret at his 
resignation, The was a bencher of the Inner 
Temple, a Fellow of the Royal Society, and a member 
of the Senate of the University of London. He retained 
all bis mental faculties until bisdeath, and he was ill for only 
two days. He was married to a daughter of the late Mr. 
Ichabod Wright, and leaves several children, His eldest 
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», Mr. George Shaw-Lefevre (who was born in 1832, and 

called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 

1956), is M.P. for Reading, and held the office of Secre- 
to the Admiralty in Mr. Gladstone’s Government. 


SIR GEORGE STEPHEN, Q.C. 


A telegram from Melbourne announces the death, at the 
eof eighty-five, of Sir George Stephen, knight. Sir G. 
Stephen was the son of the late Mr. James Stephen, M.P., 
srmerly a master of the Court of Chancery, and he was an 
ncle of Mr. Justice Stephen. He was born at St. Chris- 
ppber’s, West Indies, in 1794, and he was admitted a solicitor 
11819. For twenty-seven years he carried on business in 
he City of London, first in Broad-street-buildings, and after- 
wards in King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-street, and he was 
ormerly solicitor to the Reversionary Interest Society. Like 
his brother, the Right Hon. Sir James Stephen, he 
ndered valuable aid to the cause of the abolition of slavery, 
nd in 1838 he received the honour of knighthood in recog- 
ition of his philanthropic exertions. He also exerted himself 
inimproving the condition of prisoners committed for contempt 
y the Court of Chancery. He afterwards relinquished his 
practice and entered at Gray’s-inn, where he was called to 
the bar in Trinity Term, 1849, and he was for a short time a 
vember of the Northern Circuit. A few years later he 
migrated to New South Wales, and afterwards practised at 
he bar with great success in the colony, where he held the 
ocalrank of Queen’s Counsel. ‘The deceased was well known 
anauthor. Among his legal writings were ‘* Principles of 
Dommerce and Commercial Law,” “ The Juryman’s Guide,” 
nd “ A Digest of County Court Cases.” He also wrote “ Anti- 
Blavery Recollections,” “ The Jesuit at Cambridge,” ** Ad- 
entures of an Attorney in Search of Practice,” and other 
orks. Sir G. Stephen was a deputy-lieutenant of Bucking- 
amsbire. He was married to the daughter of the Rev. 
Richard Ravenscroft, but he had been for ten years a 
dower. 


MR. JOHN NOBLE DUDLOW. 


Mr. John Noble Dudlow, solicitor, died at Town Malling, 
Kent, on the 10th inst., at the age of eighty-three. The 
eceased was the son of Mr. John Dnudlow, solicitor, and 
owas born in 1796. He was admitted a solicitor in 1819, 
nd he practised for many years at Malling. Very soon 
ter his admission he was elected coroner for the Malling 
Division of Kent, and he was also clerk to the commis- 
ioners of taxes at Malling. He had been clerk to the 
lling Board of Guardians ever since the formation of 
he union, and he was also superintendent-registrar for 
he district. He retired from private practice several 
ears ago, being succeeded by his nephew, Mr. Henry 
udlow Wildes (who is now clerk to the commissioners of 

8, deputy-coroner, and assistant-clerk to the guardians), 
ut he retained the coronership and clerkship to the 
uardians. Mr. Dudlow must have been the oldest coroner 
h England, having held the office for nearly sixty years. 
he Malling Guardians have passed a resolution express- 
bg their condolence witb the family of the deceased, and 
their sense of the value of his services as clerk for forty - 
@ years, Mr. Dudlow was buried at West Malling on 
a inst., a large number of friends being present at 
Ne funeral, 


MR. THOMAS AVISON. 


Mr. Thomas Avison, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
vison & Morton), died at Fulwood-park, Liverpool, on the 
bth inst. Mr. Avison was the son of the late Mr. Thomas 
vison, of Liverpool, and was born in 1811. He was 
Amitted a solicitor in 1882, and had ever since practised at 
iverpool. He was first in partnership with his father, and 
Associated successively with Mr. William Pritt, Mr. 
illiam Radcliffe, Mr. John Worthington, Mr. Francis 
cil Boult, and more recently with Mr. Charles Henry 
orton. Mr, Avison a good private practice 
© Was & notary-public, a commissioner to administer 
ths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and a 
Commissioner for Lancashire. He had been for 
years clerk to the Toxteth-park Local Board, and he 

& country director of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 

1 Mr, Avison took an active part in municipal affuirs 





at Liverpool. He was a member of the Town Council for- 

Castle St. Ward from 1849 till 1855, again from 1858 till 

1864, and, finally, from 1866 till 1877. He was a member 

of the Unitarian body, and one of the leaders of the Liberal 

y in the borough. A large number of friends attended 

is funeral, which took place at the Unitarian Cemetery, 
Toxteth-park, on the 26th inst. 





Appointntents, Ete. 


Mr. R. H. Ampuuett, of the Oxford Circuit, has been 
appointed Revising Barrister for the county of Monmouth, 
in succession to Mr. T. S. Pritchard, whose death was lately 
announced, 

Mr. Cuatxtes Davis ANDREWs, of Leominster, Hereford- 
shire, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for 
the counties of Hereford and Worcester. Mr. Andrews was 
admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 1864, and is in 
partnership with his brother, Mr. Henry Andrews. 

Mr. Ricnarp Saxty Barvszs, solicitor and notary, of 
Harwich, has been appointed a Magistrate for that borough. 
Mr. Barnes was admitted a solicitor in 1852, and is treasurer 
of the borough of Harwich. 

Mr. Witt1am Brewis Etspon, solicitor, of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner 
for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married 
Women for the county of Northumberland, and the towns 
of Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Berwick-upon-Tweed. 


Mr. Witt1am Hickman, solicitor, of Southampton, has 
been appointed a Magistrate for that borough. . Hick- 
man is solicitor to the Southampton Harbour Board and 
School Board. He is in partnership with his son, Mr. 
William John Hickman, who is one of the deputy-coroners 
for Hampshire. 

Mr. Jonn Leak, solicitor (of the firm of Roberts & Leak), 
of Hull, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

The Hon. Cuartzs LILLey, a puisne judge of the Supreme 
Court of Queensland, has been appointed Chief Justice of 
the colony, in the place of Sir James Cockle, resigned. 

Mr. Watter ABRAHAM Loner, of Southampton, has been 
appointed a Magistrate for that borough. Mr. Lomer was 
admitted a solicitor in 1854, and is in partnership with his 
son, Mr. Walter Randall Lomer. 

Mr. Avert E, SHaPianp, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. 
J. T, Shapland & Son), has been appointed a Perpetual 
Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women for the county of Devon. 

Mr. Henry Sowron, solicitor, of 18, Bedford-row, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
county of Middlesex, and the cities of London and West- 
minster. 








Companies. 


WINDING UP NOTIVES. 
Joint Srock CoMPaNIEs. 
Loarrep my CHancery, 


Dersysntre Waaon Company, Lontren.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated July 16, it was ordered that the yoluntary winding up 


of the above company be continued. Geare and Son, Lincoln’s inn 
fields, agents for Robotham, Derby, solicitors for the company 

Furness Inon anv Sreet Company, Liwirep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Aug 18, directed to be heard before Stephen, J., ov 
Sept 3. Currey and Co, Great George st, Westminster, solicitors for 
the petitioners 

Furness Iron anp Strext Company, Limrrep,—Petition for winding 
up, presented Aug 19, ordered to be heard before the Vacation Judge 
on Sept 3. Jarvis, Chancery lane, agent for Hurchinsoa and Lucas, 
Darlington, solicitors for the petiti 3 

Sr Baipe’s Wetem Stare anp Stas Company, Lovrrep,—Petition for 
winding up, 2 pees Aug 9, directed to be heard before V. C. Hall 
on Nov 7. Prior and Co, Lincoln’s ion fields, agents for 
Haverfordwest, solicitor for the petitioners 

(Gazette, ag) 
tion 


Lonpon anp Panatrxe Frag Insurance Companr, Locrrep— 
for winding up, presonted Aug 16, directed to be heard before the 
bern g Judge on Sept 3. Stone, Fenchurch avenue, solicitor for the 
ner 
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Vierornta Mints Corrow SPinNING AND ManvrFacrurinc C \MPANY, 
Limitep.—V. C. bacon hax, by an order dared July 16, appointed 
John Blakey, Cuapel st, Preston, to be official liquiiator 

(Gazette, Aug 26.] 
County PataTInE or LaNncastTsga. 
Limwirep tn OBANCERY. 

Waite Ash Paper Company, LIMITED — Treditors are required, on or 
before Oct !, to send their n»mes and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to Wiliam Milne, King st, Manchester 

(Gazette, Aug 22.] 
Frrenpty SoctetigEs DIssoLveD. 
Doxe or CamBRIDGE PaotestTant Frienpiy Society, Oddfellows’ Hall 
St Anne st, Liverpool, Aug 21 
| Gazette, Aug 26,] 





Railway Commission Cases. 


June 27, 28, 30, July 1, 25.—Harris and others v. The 
London § South-Western Railway Company.* 
Station accommodation — Passengers and goods—Due and 
ene facilities—Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, s. 


The Commissioners have jurisdiction to entertain an applica- 
tion under section 2 of the Kailway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, 
for an order compelling a railway company to provide a station 
on the ground that there are no stations in use where the traffic 
of a particular district traversed by the ra‘lway can come or go 
without public inconvenience. 

The Commissioners cannot order accommodation to be pro=- 
vided which entails the acquirement by the com; any of additional 
{and which they have no immediate power to take. 


This was an application under section 2 of the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, by certain residents of the 
district situated between the London and South-Western 
Railway Company's stations on their main line of railway at 
Winchfield and Basingstoke for an order enjoining *‘ the 
said railway company to aff rd reasonable facilities for the 
receiving, forwarding, and delivering of traffic, and to pro- 
vide reasonable sta ion, siding, and other accommodation in 
the said district, so that all reasonable accommodation may 
be afforded to the public in the said district by the said raii- 
Way company by means of their said line of railway.” 

The application stated that the distance between the sta- 
tions of the South-Western Company at Winchfield and 
Basingstoke was about eight and three-quarter miles, and 
that the company provided no station or other reasonable 
accommodation for the receiving, forwarding, and delivering 
of traffic on their railway between the stations at Winchfield 
and Basingstoke ; that the said district comprised, on either 
side of the railway, certain parishes and towns which con- 
tained in all a population of abont 5,500, and a rateable 
value of about £30,000 ; that the distance to the company’s 
said stations at Winchfi-ld and Basingstoke from such 
Parishes and towns was from four to eight miles; that a 
large trade and tusiness was carried on in and from the said 
district in live stock, bark, timber, bricks, corn, hay, straw, 
milk, and other commodities, and that 15,000 tons of goods 
were annually despatched from and received into the ssid 
district, the whole of which goods had to be carted a long 
distance of from four to eight miles to and from the stations 
at Winchfield or Basings'oke, and that a large number of pas- 
sengers travelled to end from thesa‘d district on the railway, 
and were obliged to drive a long distance to and from such 
stations ; that a station for goods and passenger trafficator near 
a place named Hook Bridge in the said district and situated 
about half way between the stations at Wincbfield and 
Basingstoke would be for the public convenience of, and 
supply the wants of, the eaid district ; that the railway 
company could provide a station at Hook Bridge without 
any engineering difficulties, and at a reasonable outlay ; 
that the railway company had enfficient land on a suitable 
rite on either wide of the line of railway to the west of 
Hook Bridge available for the erection of a snitable station ; 
that if the railway company considered that the said site 
on the company’s own land was not convenient site for a 
station, the applicants were ready and willing, and offered, 

© purchese and baod over to the railway company as a 
gilt & piece of land to the east of Hook Bridge, on the south 
side of the company’s line of railway snfficient and suitable 
or the erection of a station. 

The South-We-tern Railway Company in their answer 


* Reported by W. H. Macwamana, Keq,, Barrister-at-Law. 





stated that the land belonging to them at the site negpp 
Bridge, referred to in the application, was utterly in 
and wholly insufficient and uneuited for a station of 
siding, and, in fuct, represented the slopes of a sidi 
that the company had no land at Hook Bridge availubjy 
a station and no powers to purchase any; and furthe 
that they were uowilling, and submitted that they coq 
be compelled, to open a station at Hook Bridge, or ¢ 
than at the piaces at which they had established 
that the construction of such new station would inyoly 
outlay of a very considerable expenditure of capital, 
there was no traffic which would justify such expen(j 
or produce any reasonable return for the same; that 
further submitted that the applicants did not in 
application set forth any facts entitling them to 
conferring upon the Railway Commissioners jurisdigijg 
entertain, the application. 

Benjamin, Q.C., and E. F. Silester, appeared fy 
applicants. 

Webster, Q.C., and R. G. Arbuthnot, appeared fy 
defendants. 

The nature of the evidence and the arguments 
sufficiently appear in the judgment of the Commis 
which was as follows :— 

This is a complaint that the South-Western R 
Company have no station inside a district through sj 
their line passes on the section from Winchfield to Bag 
stoke. In that section, extending for eight and thr 
miles, there is no half-way station, and the company & 
receive or deliver traffic for places bordering on it ¢ 
than at its two extremities. But both Winchfiel 
Basingstoke are at a considerable distance from Rother 
Skewers, North Warnborough, part of Odiham, G 
and other parishes of the same vicinity, and the con 
is that there ought to be a station at that group of pl 
a spot called Hook Bridge, two and a balf mile 
Winclifield Station, and that such a means of using 
railway is, under the circumstances of the case, one of{ 
reasonable facilities which the Traffic Act, 1854, 
every railway company to afford. The population 
rains of three miles from Hook Bridge is estimated 
6,000, and the number, without reference to any g 
range, who live nearer to Hook Bridge than to Wi 
field to be more than 5,000. But not so may 
6,000 or 5,000 can be considered to be substan 
interested in this application. Probably half the 
are also within three miles of Winchficld Sta 
and half the 5,000 would continue in any case to have 
five miles to go to reach a station, and at that dis 
additional mile or two miles of road is a matter of n9 
prejudice. But Newnham, Skewers, North Warnbor 
Grewell, and Rotherwick are all places that, according 
agreed table of distances put in at the hearing, are abom 
or five miles from Winchfield Station, and only frome 
a halfto two anda haif miles from Hook Bridge, ad f 
2,000 people who inhabit these parishes are joined is 
interest in the application by the small town popula 
Odiham, which, though it is within three miles of 
places, is half a mile nearer to Hook Bridge the 
Winebfield. ; 

The district round Hook Bridge has the usual agri¢ 
and rural industries, and its traffic relations are chiefly 
London, and for local business with Basingstoke, A 
at Hook Bridge would, it is said, transact a busines 
would amount yearly to 15,000 tons of goods and 1 
in and out, and to 2,000 passengers. We think it ne 
likely that the traffic that would use Hook Bridge 
of that extent; much of it, of course, would be traffic dint 
from Winchfield Station, but a part would consist of 
augmented traffic, such na the nearness of a station 
expected to develop. Hook Bridge, as a station, 
of the same class ag Winchfield a8 regards the occa 
and the numbers engaged ia them upon which i 
depend for being productive, and 17,000 tons of meré 
and 4,500 passengers are returned ag the traffic of Wi 
Stution for the year 1878. At Hook Bridge the sized 
villages and the number of houses scattered about, 
relative position to the line of railway are favo 
bringing » good deal of traffic te it, and on the w 
surrounding circumstances would, we think, justify the 
paor, in its own interoats, in giving a separate 6 
Hook Bridge, and would make it a remunerative 
taking. : 

But the application, as we have to doal with it, 





30, 1 


ided with 1 
— 
reasonabli 
of affor 
prding to i 
reoeiving 
icante is t 
of things 
"g line fro 
yement, 
byide a rem 
e it ex 
ordinary 
public an 
» and lab 
llway termi 
terminus 
venient for 
nd from E 
4 Rotherwi 
ording tot 
te taken is 
too far off to 
was argue 
tion, with 
ible to t 
etment ths 
ilities for 
t without 
ter adapte 
without th 
he enactm 
its int 
th such a ci 
eem to los 
none in us 


palready | 
believe, b 
he years ag 
ne light o1 
nt of view 
plicants, or 
& goods § 
ling to car 
of const 
ite. But t 
well as goo 
Station th 
hing furth 
nts offer 
0 oi -A 
ald possi 
the level” 
d which h 
Other resp 
it has no 
pany; an 
justified in 
ting the a 
t, and the 
Oprietary ol 
jaal power 
his the p 
imed, ca 
case wher 
land b 
Nt tor us te 
our order | 
ly nor bin 
om A ht be 
Hey dent! 
( apace of | 
da plan of 
en placed 
land ig 
D sido, an 
» pieces by 


30, 1879. 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 357 








jded with reference to the provisions of the Traffic Act, 
That Act was passed that the public might have all 
reasonable accommodation that 9 railway can be made the 
of affording, and it requires every railway company, 
ding to its powers, to afford all reasonable facilities for 
reoeiving and delivering of traffic. ‘The contention of the 
icants is that, for the conduct of their traffic, the existing 
of things as regards stations on the section of the com- 
‘line from Winchfield to Basingstoke is an insufficient 
agement, and that it is ia the power of the company to 
ide aremedy. The arrangement, they say, is insufficient, 
» it entails an unnecessary length of transit by 
ordinary road, and because a considerable amount of 
public and private loss involved in the expense and 
» and labour of drawing goods to and from the present 
way termini for this district might be saved by giving 
terminus in the midst. Such a terminus would be also 
»venient for short local traffic, and traffic on market days, 
nd from Basingstoke. For example, North Warnborough 
i Rotherwick are each seven miles from Basingstoke ; but, 
nding to the evidence of witnesses from those places, the 
ie taken is invariably by road, because Winchfield Station 
» faroffto make railway carriageavailable for the journey. 
was argued for the company that an application for a new 
tion, with a view to a line of railway being made more 
ible to traffic, does not come within the scope of the 
tment that a railway company shall give all reasonable 
ilities for receiving, forwarding, and delivering traffic. 
t without stations at fit intervals, a line would be no 
ter adapted for the transmission of traffic than it would 
without the permanent way, and, considering the nature 
he enactment and the largeness of the Janguage used to 
8 its intention, we think it does give the power to deal 
h such a complaint as that stations are so distributed as 
eem to lose sight of a particular district ; and that there 
none in use where the traffic of that particular district 
hcome or go without public inconvenience. In the case 
lore us, it appears to us to have been made out that an 
ount of public inconvenience, sufficient to merit its being 
sidered whether it cannot be lessened, is sustained in the 
trict represented by the applicants ; but at the same time 
blic interests are not alone to be considered in treating a 
¢. There are the company’s interests as well ; but we 
ealready said that a sta:ion at Hook Bridge would not, 
believe, be injurious to the respondents ; and what passed 
ne years ago, about putting a station at that spot, throws 
ne light on the subject, considered from a commercial 
nt of view. In 1868, at the solicitation of the present 
plicants, or some of them, the company prepared a plan 
4 goods station, estimated to cost £1,200, and were 
ing to carry out the plan, provided they were paid the 
of construction and of acquiring any land required for 
. But they refused to make it a station for p»ssengers 
well as goods ; and, the other side not being content with 
station that would be only partially open to traffic, 
thing further was done. On the present occasion the ap- 
cants offer to buy and make a present to the company of 
0 acres of additional ground for a station, and no ground 
ald possibly be offered that could lie better with reference 
the level of the rails on the main Jine, and to the high 
d which here crosses the railway, or be better adapted in 
other respects for the purpose for which it is offered. 
it has not as yet been tuken, or agreed to be taken, by the 
pony; andin that state of circumstances we shall not 
justified in treating it as under their control. Even ad- 
iting the applicants to be able to take the land by agree- 
t, and the applirants to be able to dispose of all existing 
opri¢iary claims, the company never have as yet had any 
ual power to make use of the land ; and where the ques- 
his the providing of some accommodation which, it is 
imed, cannot be given without additional land in 
case where the power the company have had of 
ng land has lessened or been exhausted it would not be 
ht ter us to make an order for the work to be carried ont, 
our order would neither enable land to be taken compul- 
ly nor bind the company to accept a transfer from parties 
0 me be willing to conve Bat in the present case, 
pendently of land proposed 


‘to be given, there is a small 
“space of land belonging to the company at Hook Bridge 
da plon of a station limited to the vompnny’s own land has 


m placed before us on behalf of the applicants, Part of 
# land is on the ” side of the railway and part on the 
os side, and the land on each side is also sub-divided into 

pieces by the high road which crosses the railway north 





and south by a bridge. The two pieces on the north or up 
side are Ir. 30p. and 2r. 21p., and the two on the other side 
Ir. 5p. and 34p. respectively. The plan is as well arranged 
as possible for a site that is so cut up and divided, but the 
accommodation provided is necessarily small, and in the 
opinion of Mr. sare the company’s chief engineer, the- 
plan is also defective in many very serious points. To 
mention only two of them, he considers that the passenger 
ecg which are 150 feet long, are not one-third of the 
ength that is ete for the average number of coaches of 
which a South-Western train is made up, and that for goods 
traffic on a main line it is not safe cr convenient to have 
sidings on only one side. A platform of length not less 
than that of the ordinary train is undoubtediy desirable, 
and should only be dispensed with, if at all, under peculiar 
circumstances, and goods accommodation limited to one side 
of the railway only becomes very objectionable on passenger 
lines where insufficiency of standing room for loaded and 
empty wagons in reference to the quantity of goods to be 
moved requires crossing of the main rails and consequent 
blocking against ordinary traffic. If, therefore, it was not 
ossible to construct a station at Hook Bridge that should 
be reasonably free from these objections, we felt that we 
should not be able to enjoin the adoption of the plan or any 
modification of it, and we thought it best ourselves to see the 
proposed site and to have the advantage of a personal know- 
ledge of it before coming to any conclusion. The result of 
our inspection is that we think the objections are insur- 
mountable. No station that could be laid out within the 
present limits of the company’s land would meet the require- 
ments of the case or admit of being worked without impedi- 
ment to traffic passing through. On the east side of the 
bridge, where the plan puts the passenger station, the land 
at a much less distance than 450 to 500 feet from the bridge 
becomes too narrow for the erection of platforms of adequate 
width along each side, and the evidence as to length upon 
this line of the ordinary trains makes it clear that platforms 
of greater length than the land would permit would be 
required. On the west side of the bridge, where the plan 
shows the goods accommodation, it would not be possible to 
construct sidings on both sides, and there does not appear 
to be the means at any reasonable cost of providing such a 
length of siding on the one side only as tu avoid the necessity 
of unduly fouling the main lines by frequent shunting. A 
goods station might indeed be constructed on the up sideof the 
line sufficient for a traffic of a limited amount, but we are satis- 
fied it isnot in the power of the company tosupply, upon the- 
land now in their possession, a station which would be nearly 
adequate for the accommodation of the estimated traffic, 
whilst oo theother hand, ifthe trafficat the projected station 
did not exceed an amount which would be accommodated 
upon this land, it would not warrant an order, considering 
the cost with which signalling for a line like this of the 
fastest trains is now attended. It has been suggested 
that the requisite additional space might be provided by 
cutting away a portion of the slope, but (not to rely upon 
an objection as to the natare of the soil which has been 
urged against this suggestion on the part of the company) 
this operation would necessitate very extensive works and 
would put a greater burden upon the company than, taking 
evon the maximum benefit to be derived from the pro 
station as the measure of what should be expended, it 
would be just to impose upon them. We are brought, 
therefore, to the conclusion that we cannot grant this ap- 
plication, for the reason that the company’s land at Hook 
Bridge is not sufficient for the site of a station, Some ad- 
ditional land must, as it seems to ur, be first acquired, and 
the obstacle this presents to our making an order, though 
removable at the pleasure of the company, so long, at 
least, as the applicants’ offer of additional land remains 
open, is of a kind with which we are not authorized to deal. 
There will be no order as to costs. 


—————_—— —_ 

Tt is announced that the annaal session of the Institut 
do Droit International will be held this year in Brussels, 
and will be opened on September 1. Among the subjects to 
be discussed are:—-the Conflict of Civil and Penal Laws, 
the Regulations of the Laws and Customs of Wer, the 
Application to the Eastern Nations of the Common Law of 
Europe, and the International Protection of Submarine 
Telegraph Cables, Sir Travers ‘Twiss and Mr, Westlake, 
Q.C,, are announced to take part ia Uke session, 
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New OrIers, Ste. 
WINTER ASSIZES ACTS. 


The London Gazette of August 26 contains a series of 
Orders in Council in pursuance of the Winter Assizes Acts, 
1876 and 1877. The first order directs that the jurisdic- 
tion of the justices and judges of the Central Criminal 
Ccurt at any session of oyer and terminer or gaol delivery, 
held or continued for the Central Criminal Court District in 
the months of October, November, December, 1879, or 
January, 1880, shall extend to such part of the county of 
Surrey as is not now included in the Central Criminal Court 
District. The order contains sundry ancillary provisions. 

The remaining orders constitute the following Winter 
Assize Counties for the Winter Assizes of 1879 :— 

No. 1.—Cumberland and Westmorland ; assizes held at 
Carlisle. 

No. 2.—Northern and Salford Divisions of Lancashire ; 
assizes held at Manchester. 

No. 8.—North and East Riding Division and West Riding 
Division of the county of York, and the city of York; 
assizes held at Leeds. 

No. 4.—Lincolnshire, Nottinghamshire, and the city of 
Lincoln ; assizes held at Nottingham. 

No. 5.—Derbyshire, Leicestershire, and Rutland ; assizes 
held at Leicester. 

No. 6.—Northamptonshire, Bedfordshire, and Bucking- 
hamshire ; assizes held at Bedford. 

No. 7.—Norfolk and Suffolk ; assizes held at Norwich. 

No. 8.—Hantingdonshire and Cambridgeshire; assizes 
held at Chesterton. 

No. 9.—Hertfordshire, and so much of Essex as is not 
within the Central Criminal Court District ; assizes held at 
Chelmsford. 

No. 10.—Sussex, the city of Canterbury, and so much of 
Kent as is not within the Central Criminal Court District; 
assizes held at Maidstone. 

No. 11.—Oxfordshire and Berkshire ; assizes held at Ox- 
ford. 

No. 12.—Worcestershire, Herefordshire, Monmouthshire, 
Gloucestershire, and the city of Worcester; assizes held at 
Gloucester. 

No. 13.—Shropshire and Staffordshire; assizes held at 
Stafford. 

No. 14.—Hampshire, Wiltshire, and Dorset; assizes held 
at Winchester. 

No. 15.—Devon and Cornwail ; assizes held at Exeter. 

No. 16.—Somerset and the city of Bristol ; assizes held at 
Taunton. 

No. 17.—Cheshire, Montgomeryshire, Merionethshire, 
Carnarvonsbire, Anglesea, Denbighshire, and Flintshire ; 
assizes held at Chester. 

No. 18.— Glamorganshire, Carmarthenshire, the borough of 
Carmarthen, Pembrokeshire, the town and county of Haver- 
fordwest, Cardiganshire, Brecknockshire, and Radnorshire ; 
assizes held at Swansea. 

The ancillary provisions contained in the orders include 
the following :—“ The provision of section 3 of the Spring 
Assizes Act, 1879, shall apply to the execution of any capital 
sentence passed at such assizes as herein mentioned; provided 
that the expression in the said section ‘‘ the sheriff of the 
county for which such assizes were held’’ shall mean the 
sheriff of the county in which the prisoner so sentenced would 
have been tried if the Winter Assizes Acts, 1876 and 1877, 
had not been passed.” 








“haw Stuvent’s Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ELEMENTARY LAW CLASSES. 

The classes will be held by E. H. Busk, Esq., from 5.30 
to 6.30 p.m. every Monday and Thursday (except durin 
vacations) from the 3r1 of November, 1879, to the end o 
Jane following. 

At the classes held on Mondays the reader will treat of the 
following subjects:—The study of the law; the nature of laws 
n general; the laws of England; the countries subject to 
he laws of England; personal rights ; the rights of property, 


including the laws relating to property, both real ay, 
sonal, and conveyancing. 

At the classes held on Thursdays the reader will 
the following subjects :—Rights in private relations (pi 
parent and child, husband and wife, guardian ang: 
public rights, civil, ecclesiastical, and social ; civ} jg; 
and their redress, including proceedings in civil 
all branches of the Supreme Court of Judicature andiy 
inferior courts of justice ; crimes and the criminal hy 
process. 

The instruction given in the classes is specially dey 
for articled clerks who have not yet passed their inter, 
examination, and will be based on Stephen’s Com 
on the Laws of England (7th edition, 1874), whi} 
work selected by the examiners for the inten 
examinations in the year 1880. 

Students are expected themselves to read the tex 
as the reader, owing to the time at his disposal beinglig 
must necessarily confine himself to pointing out, elugi 
and illustrating such difficulties as the subject may 
and émphasizing what is of practical importance. 





Court Papers. 


VACATION NOTICES. 


Pursuant to ord. 61,r. 5, of the Judicature Ack 
Vacation Judge will hear such applications only 
the long vacation as may require to be immedi 
promptly heard, and in each case it shall be ing 
upon the applicant to prove before the judge or master 
the application is of an urgent nature. In defaalt ¢ 
doing the summons will be dismissed with costs. 








Legal News. 


The Prevention of Crimes Act, 1879, which 
into operation on the 1st of September, repeals so mui 
section 2 of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864, as enacted 
“where any person shall on indictment be convict 
any crime or offence punishable with penal servitude, 
having been previously convicted of felony, or in Soul 
of any crime, no sentence of penal servitude can be 
for a less period than seven years.” We observe thik 
Aspinall, Q.C., the Recorder of Liverpool, recently 
that representations had been made to the G 
with a view to abolishing the minimum limit of five 
— is prescribed in other cases for sentences of pen 
vitude. 


The Globe notes a case which came recently before 
county magistrates at Gloucester, in which a toll collector 
summoned for demanding five shillings toll for a bicycle 
through the toll-gate. A toll of two pence having beea 
demanded and refused, the defendant then demanded five 
lings, and in default seized the bicycle. The defendant said! 
he had been in the habit of charging two pence for bieyd 
Many ran through the gate without paying, and as the 
plainant had done the same, he demanded five shillig 
which he contended he was justified in doing under 
General Turnpike Act, which enacted that an authorized 
collector was justified in seizing a vehicle for which toll 
been refused. It was also enacted that for any carriag 
whatsoever description, propelled by other power than hor 
&e,, a toll of any amount not exceeding five shillings me 
be demanded. It was contended for the complainant! 
five shillings was altogether an exorbitant toll to 4 
and that the enactment referred to by defendant was 
by 24 & 26 Vict. c. 70. The magistrates said it was cles 
Act in question had been repealed. Under it any 
barrow might be charged five shillings toll. y 
empowered to fine defendant any penalty not exceeding! 
for levying an illegal toll, but inasmuch as he su) 
was acting legally they would only inflict a nomi } 
He was ordered to refund the five shillings he had 
the toll, pay the costs, 12s, 6d,, and a fine of 2s. 64. ? 
defendant was granted a case, as he said he should take® 
question to a higher court. ‘I'he case excited great id 





and a large number of bicyclists were present. 
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On the Ist of September the Poor Law Act, 1879, will 
come into operation. Under the heading of “ Miscellaneous 
Amendments of Law,” the concluding sections of the Act 
embody some provisions of considerable importance. By 
section 4 of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1851, guardians 
are authorized, with the consent of the Poor Law Board, to 
pay apy sum of money as an annual subscription towards the 
support of any public hospital or infirmary for the reception 
of sick, diseased, disabled, or wounded persons, or of persons 
suffering from any permanent or natural infirmity. Under 
the new enactment, the provisions of the above section are 
widely extended, and the guardians are now authorized, with 
such consent as before mentioned, to subscribe towards any 
asylum or institution for the blind, or for the deaf and 
dumb, or for persons suffering from any permanent or 
natural infirmity, or towards any association or society for 
aiding such persons, or for providing nurses, or for aiding 
boys or girls in service, or towards any other asylum or in- 
stitution which the guardians may think to be calculated to 
render useful aid in the administration of the relief of 
the poor. No subscription, however, is to be granted 
to any asylum or institution unless the Local Government 
Board be satisfied that the paupers under the guardians 
have, or could have, assistance therein in case of necessity. 
The Metropolitan Asylums Board is enabled to contract 
with local authorities in the Metropolis (acting in the exe- 
oution of the Nuisances Removal Act, 1855) for the recep- 
tion and maintenance in any hospital, belonging to or 
under the management of the board, of any person suffer- 
ing from any dangerous infectious disorder within the dis- 
trict of any such local authority, and any person received 
intoa hospital by virtue of any such contract is to be 
deemed to be maintained in such hospital by the local 
authority with whom the contract is made. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
August 28, 1879, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
$ per Cont, Consols, 97§ Annuitias, April, 85, 9% 
Ditto for Acccunt, Sep |, 97 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Lo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 97 Ex Bills, #1000, 24 per Ct.22 pm. 
New 3 per Conb., 97§ Ditto, £500, Do, 22 pm. 
Do. 84 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100 & £26¢, 22 pm. 
Do. 2g perCont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 267 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 Dittc for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


ind, Stk., 5 per C., July, 80, 103 ; Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 
Dittofor Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88, 1054 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent. , Aug. ’73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Kof.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS, 

Corcuinc.—Aug. 15, the wife of J. F. A. Cotching, solicitor, 
Horsham, of a son. 

Hinpert.—Aug. 22, at Broughton Bank, Grange-over-Sands, 
the wife of Percy J. Hibbert, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Lyvs.—Aug. 18, at Diss, Norfolk, the wife of Henry Ormiston 
Lyus, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Stunns.—Aug. 25, at No. 16,Arundel gardens, Kensington- 
park-road, W., the wife of William Stubbs, solicitor, pre- 
maturely, of a son, stillborn. 

MARRIAGES, 

Binxert—Pemperton.—Aug. 21, at Edgbaston, Percival 
Birkett, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, to Violet, daughter of the 
iste Thomas Pemberton, of Heathfield, Hansworth, Birming- 


CartuEw— Wuitr.—Aug. 21, at Launceston, George Henry 
Carthew, of Fernlea House, Sidcup, solicitor, to Marianna 
Enily, daughter of G.’ Graham White, of Launceston, 

r. 

Myrron—Crack NALL.—Aug. 26, at St. John’s, Notting-hill, 
Robert Purrier Mytton, B.A., barrister-at-law, to Annie 
Ei h, daughter of Stephen Crackuall, of 7, Ladbroke- 

P Square, Notting-hill, barrister-at-law. 

BBASTIAN—- LENNARTSON.—Aug. 19, at Her Majesty's Lega- 
tion, Stockholm, Lewis Boyd Sebastian, B.C.L., M.A. Oxon, 
of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Harriet Maria, daughter 
of B. R, Lennartson, of Stockholm and Gothenburg. 








DEATHS. 

AMPHLETT.—Aug. 22, Frances, wife of the Right Hon. Sir 
Richard Paul Ampblett. 

Avison.—Aug. 20, at his residence, Fulwood Park, near 
Liverpool, Thomas Avison, J.P. 

BayLy.—Aug. 20, Thomas Davis Bayly, of 17, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, barrister-at-law, J.P. for the county of Dorset, and 
Treasurer of the Hon. Society of Gray’s-inn, aged 74. 

MANDER.—Aug. 25, at 25, Redcliffe-gardens, 5.W., James 
Charles Mander, barrister-at-law, of No. 1, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

STERLING.—Aug. 23, at Southsea, Paul Ivy Sterling, late 
Judge of the Supreme Court, Ceylon. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bavnkrupts. 
Fripay, Aug. 22, 1879, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 

To Surrender in London. 

Hollier, James Temple, Victoria buildings, Pimlico, Dealer in Artists’ 
Materials. Pet Aug 20. Brougham. Sept 3 at 11 

Lyons, Simeon, High st, Borough, Tailor. Pet Aug 19. Pepys. Sept 


3a 
Norton, Charles, Ball st, Kensingtou, Blind Maker. Pet Aug 20. 
Pepys. Sept 3 at 12 
Ottaway, John Betts, Old Broad st, Tavern Keeper. Pet Aug 19. 
Pepys. Sept 2 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Bentley, Thomas Edward, Cleckheaten, York, Drysalter. Pet Aug 21. 
Robinson. Bradford, Sept 2 at 10 
Collings, George, Landport, Hants, Timber Merchant. P.t Aug 19, 


Renny. Portsmouth, Sept 9 at 2 

Garrett, Charles, Banstead, Surrey, Contractor. Pet Aug 8. Rowland. 
Croydon, Sept 2 at 12 

Spivey, Frank, Hove, Sussex, Gardener. Pet Aug 19. Jones. Brighton, 
Sept 25 at il 

Stephens, George Thomas, Hereford, Chomist. Pet Aug 19. 
jun, Heretord, Sept 8 at 10.15 3 


Carless, 


| Whiteside, Henry, Barrow-in-Furness, Provender Merchant. Pet Aug 


18. Postiethwaite. Ulverston, Sept 3 at 12 
Tuespay, Aug. 26, 1879, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Re sistrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bradley, John, Birmingham, Builder, Pet Aug 23. Parry. Birminge 
ham, Sept 8 at 2 
Foster, William, Emsworth, Hants, Timber Merchant. 
Renny. Portsmouth, Sept 10 at 12 
Gresham, Richard, Grottington, Northumberland, Farmer. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, sept 8 at 11 
Jones, George, Stockton-on-Tees, Innkeeper. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Sept 9 at 2.30 
Prower, Thomas, Week Saint Mary, Cornwall, Carpenter. Pet Aug 22. 
Bencratt, Barnstable, Sept 9 at 2 
Sproston, John, Middlewich, Chester, Tanner. Pet Aug 14. B:oughton. 
Crewe, Aug 30 at 10 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, Aug. 22, 1879. 
Drakeford, Henry Jesse, Gi Winchester st baildivg:, Silk Dealer. 
Aug 21 


Pet Aug 25, 
Pet Aug2l. 


Pet Aug 21. Crosby. 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIKST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Aug. +2, 1879. 

Allen, Francis William, Queen Victoria st, Mantle Manufacturer. Sept 
5 pally at offices of Lovering aud Co, Gresham st. Philp, Wal- 
broo. 

Angell, Arthur, sen, Guildford, Clothier. Sept 5 at 11 at offices of 
Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Eve, Alder-hot 

Auden, Mary Aan, Birmingham, Tin Piate Worker. 
offices of Duke, Tempie row, Birmingham 

Barrow, John, Cudnail, Gloucester, Grocer. 
Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Barth, Theodore William, Kiog st west, Hammersmith, Musie Pab- 
lisher, Sept 5 at 2 at offices of Guscotte, Charing Cross chambers, 
Duke st, Adelphi 

Baxter, Willi.m, Norch Shields, Fish Merchant. Sept 2 at 2 at offices 
of Whiteborn, Camden st, Nerth Shields 

Bellis, Thomas Henry, Rbyl, Flint, Lodging Hous: Keeper. 
3 at the Albion Hote!, Khyl. Robe t+, Rnyi 

Berry, George, Tunbridge Wells, Corn Agent. 
Camden Hotel, Calverley rd, ‘luabridge Wells. 
Billiter st 

Bexton, Willian , and John Bexton, Syston, Leicester, Builders. Sept 
5 at 3 at offices of Bright, Towa Clab cham es, Wheeler gate, 
Nottingham 

Bosch, Nicholas Ten, and Raoul Cilere, Liverpoo!, Corn Merchants. 
Sept 2 at 3 at the Law Association Kooms, Cork st, Liverpool, tate- 
son and Co, Liverpoo! 

Bowers, John, Tunustall, Beerseller. Sept 3 at 1! at offices of Alcock, 
Market st, ‘Tuns ail 

Broune, Wiliam Eaton, Welverhimpton, Store Worker. Sept 10 at 11 
at offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Buckthorpe, William, Great Lever, Lancaster, Mason. 
offices of Rutter aud Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Bulmer, Christopher, Leeds, Hairdresser. Sept 4 at 3 at otfices of 
Brooke, Bond st, Leeds 

Burr, Harry, Coleman st, Insurance Broker. 
Kaye and Co, King st, Cheapside 

Campbell, Alexander Francis, Warwick gardens, West Kemsiogton, 
Gent. Sept 3 at 1 at offices of Dixon and Co, Bedford row 


Sept 4 at 10.15 at 


Sept 8 at 3 at ottices of 


Sept 6 at 


Sept 6 at 1 at the 
Rose and Co, 


Sept 3at3at 


Spt 9 at 2 at office: ef 
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Carnelley, Joseph, Darton, York, Coai Merchant. Sept 8 at ll at the 
Royal Hotel, Church st, Barnsley. Marshall and Owneworth, 
Barnsley 

Carr, Jvhn, Wigan, Woollen Merchant. Sept 6 at 11 at offices of Wil- 
son, King st, Wigan 

Chambres, Robert Chambres, St Andrew’s House, Cornhill, Stock- 
broker. Sept 11 at 3 at offices of Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston 
bidgs, Old Broad st 

Chesters, George, Over, Chester, Innkeeper. Sept 10 at 3 at offices of 
of Hill, St Ann’s 8q, Manchester 

Ching, William, Walworth rd, Tailor. 
Le:cester sq 

Cole, William, Higher Woodley, Devon, Farmer. Sept 5 at 11 at offices 

of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Searle, Crediton 
Col-on, Henry Ambrose, Effingham, Surrey, Farmer. Sept 10 at 3 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Guildford. Collins, Winchester 
Cornelius, George, Roupell st, Lambeth, Boutmaker. Sept2 at 2 at 
of Parke, Colebrooke row, Islington 

Creane, Robert, Brighton, Saddler. Sept 4 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. 
Maynard, Brighton 

Crosthwaite, Thomas, Shaw, nr Oldham, Paper Hanger. Sept 4 at 3 

at the Ci mmercial Inn, Smallbrook. ‘Whitaker, Oldham 

Davies, James, Llwynypia, Glamorgan, Grocer. Set 4 at 12 at offices 
of Horgen, Market pl, Pontypridd. Phillips, Aberdare 

Derby-hire. John, Longton, Stafford, Ironfounder. Sept 3 at 1 at 
oftices of Kent, Chancery Jane, Longton 

Donnen, James, Salford, Joiner, Sept 2 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, 
Cathedral gates, Manchester. Hill, Manchester 

Downing, William, Binningham, Inkstand Manu‘acturer. Sept 4 at 11 
at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmngham 

Drake, Barnard Assheton, Liverpvol, Licensed Victualler. Sept 8 at 3 
at offces of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpoul. Lyon and 
Reynolds, Liverpool 

Drake, Charles Frederick, Foreign st, Brixton, Coal Merchant. Sept 2 
a 2 at offices of Browne and Co, Queen st, Cheapside. Neave, Cheap- 
side 

Driver, Thomas, Blackburn, Cotton Spinner, 
Sale ard Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Ear], Coarles, aud William Masters, Neath, Glamorgan, Aerated Water 
Manufacturers, Sept 9 at 12 at Duffryn chambers, Neath. Kemp- 
thvrne and Son 

Eddy, William, jun, Penzanc2, Cornwall, Aerated Water Manufacturer. 
S. pt 8 at 2 at offices of Dale, Chupel st, Penzance 

Edwards, Charles, Portsea, Hants, Grocer. Sept 15 at 3 at offices of 
Edmonds and Co, James st, Portsva. Cousins, Portsmouth 

Edward, Michael, Liantrissant, Anglesey, Farmer. Sept 10 at 3at 
Bull Hotel, Lianerchymedd. Griffith, Holyhead 

Elli, Henry, St Martin’s lane, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Sept 1i at 2 at 
offices of Copp, Pssex st, Strand 

English, George Robinson Scott, Cheltenham, Livery Stable Keeper. 
Sept 15 at 11 at oftiees of Clark, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Field, Alfred, Halesowen, Worcester, Builder. Sept 5 at 3 at offices of 
Walsron, High st, Brierley hill 

Fex, Henry, Burslem, Stafford, Contractor. Sept 3 at 12 at offices of 
Patdock wnd Sons, Old Hall st, Hanley 

Frearson Thomas, Notiingham, Grocer. Sept 3 at 11 at offices of 
Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

—_— Isauc, Leeds, Tailor. Sept 2 at 3 at offices of Brooke, Bond st, 

eeds 

Graham, Verner, Burslem, Stafford, Wine Merchant. Sept 2 at 11.30 
at the North S:afford Railway Hote'. Ellis, Burslem 

Grego: y, Emma Anne, Odiham, Southampton, Ironmonger. Sept 5 
at 3 at 145, Cheapside, London. Eve, Aldershot 

Halliday, James. Bacup, Lancaster, Brush Manufacturer. Sept 9 at 3 
at the Wheatsheaf Hotel, Fennel st, Manchester. Standring and 
Taylor, Rochdale 

Halliday, Samuel, Cast'eford, York, Grocer. Sept 5 at 2 at the Com- 
mercivl Hotel, Albion st, Leds, Phillips, Castleford 

Hammerton, George, Masborough, York, Cab Proprietor. Sept 4 at 11 
at otiices of Hodgkinson and Pashley, Main st chambers, Main st, 
Rotherham 

Hargreaves, Nathaniel, Batley, York, Rag Grinder. Sept 11 at 10.30 
at offices of Ridgway and Riigway, Wellington st, Batley 

Hawkes, Frederick, Birmingham, Butcher. Sept 2 at 3 at offices of 
Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hayward, James, Cambridge terrace, Fulbam, Surgeon. Sept 1 at 2 
a! offices of Browne-Kidder and § .n, John st, Bedford row 

Healey, Be: jamin, Batiey, York, Leather Currier. Sept 3 at 3 at 
offices of Ibberson, Westgate, D-wsbury 

Hemming, Oliver Heathcote, Morledge, Derby, Auctioneer. Sept 8 at 
3 at the Bell Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. H-xtall, Lerby 

Henderson, Edward, Bedminster, Bristol, Publican. Sept 5 at 3 at 
offices of Cooke, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Henochsberg, Henry, and Mawice Henochsberz, Liverpool, Cigar 
— Sept ¥ at 2 at offices of Nordon and Levy, Victoria st, 

iVverpoo. 

Hobart, John, Milton bui'dings, Bread st, Silk Agent. Aug 30 at 11 
at offices of Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Phiip, Walbrook 

Hodgs n, Hayes, Derby, Hotel Keeper. Sept 18 at 2 at 18, Wardwick, 
D-rby. Briggs, Derby 

Holland, Joel Arthur, Leicester, Timber Merchant. 
Ofices of Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leices'er 

Hollywood, John, Liverpool, Fruit Salesman, Sept 12 at 3 at offices of 
Connor and Taylor, Victoria st, Liverpool. Nordon and Levy, 
Liverpool 

Holt, William, Birmingham, out of business. Sept 4 at 12 at offices of 
Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Hun phrey, James, Eastvilie, Gloucester, Builder, Sept 4 at 12 at 
offices of Ayre, Broad st, Bristol 

Tlingworth, Luke, and Willam Illingworth, Low Moor, nr Bradford, 
Drepers. Aug 29 at 12 at offices of Rennolls, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Jew, Joseph, Gloucester, Tobacconist. Sept 5 at 3 at offices ot Haines, 
Wesiga e chambers, Berke!ey st, Gloucester 

Jones, James, Barnsley, York, [nuseeper. Sept 9 at 12 at offices of 
Dibb aud Co, Regent :t, Barnaley 

Josling, George Frederick, Horsham, Sussex, Pub'ican. Sept 4 at12 
- — ot Edmouds and Co, Cheapeide. Bosiock and Rawlisyn, 

orsham 


Sept 4 at 3 at offices of Rymer, 


Sept 2 at 3 at offices of 


Sept |8 at 3 at 





Joynes, Thomas, Derby, Tailor, Sept 11 at 11 at offices of Briggs 
Amen alley, Derby 
S'hn, Leeds, Dealer in Clothes, Sept 9 at 12 at offices of Bong 
and Barwick, Albion pl, Leeds 
Kerridge, Daniel, and George Kerridge, Northampton, Boot Manufag. 
turers. Sept 4 at 3 at offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Kinsell, Thomas, Brierley hill, Stafford, General Dealer. Sept 4 ut i05. 
at offices of Addison, High st, Brierley hill 
Knighton, Charles, Wootton Bass:tt, Wilts, Gardner. 
oftices of Boodle, Albion buildisgs, New Swindcn 
Lavigerie, Alfred Duboys, Filbrigg vilas, Ealing, no occupation. Aug 
30 at 10 at offices of Micklethwait and Co, Long acre 
Lawson. David, Dalston lane, Hackney, Cl:rk. Sept 6 at 10 at offices. 
of Coker, Cheapside. Henderson, Gresham house, Oid Broad st 
Leary, George David, Richmond rd, Dalston, out of business. Szpt 10 
at 3 at offices of Everett and Smith, Cheapside. Philp, Walbrook 
Lindheimer, Charles Louie, Berkeley rd, Regent’s Park, Gentleman, 
Sept 15 at 2 at offices of Stacpoole and Son, Pinners’ Hall, Old. 
Broad st 
Lindsay, Nathaniel, Alnwick, Northumberland, Merchant Tailor, 
Sept 1 at 11 atoffices of Middlemas, Bondgate Wi'hout, Alnwick 
Lloyd, John, Hirwain, Aberdare, Boot Dealer. Sept 3 at | at the 
Grand Hote}, Broad st, Bristol. Linton and Kenshole, Aberdare 
Logan. Rébert, and Mary Logan, Newcastle-upo1-Tyne, Grocers, 
Sept 10 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Lomas. John Thomas, Stratford, Fss:x, Harness Manufacturer. Sept 
4 at 2 at offices of Slater and Co, Guildhall ch. mbers, Basinghall 
st. Harrison, London wall 
Malloy, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Sept 9 at Ih 
at Sun Hotel, Ramsden st, Barrow-in-Forness. Sims, Barrow-in- 
Furness 
Marshall, Eliis, Bournemouth, Refreshment Honse Keerer. Sept 9 
at 1.80 at Bath Hote!, Bournemouth. Sharp, Christenurch 
Mason, Edward, Manchester, Grocer, Sept 8 at 3 at offices of Chew 
and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Mason, R: bert, Gui d'ord, Surrey, Builder. Sept 5 at 8 a‘ County and 
Borough Halls, Guildford. Smallpeice and Sons, Guildford 
Meek, George, Pettycroft, Gloucester, Collier. Sept 3 at 13 at Town 
hall, Cinderford. Golring 
Men.ery, Thomas, Torquay, Auctionesr. Sept 9 at 11 at offices y 
Carter and Son, Cary buildings, Abbey rd, Torquay - 
Meredith, Joseph, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Sept 3 at 2 at 
ottices of Minster, Trinity churchyard, Coventry 
Millard, Frank, O'dham, Tailor. Sept % at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral 
gates, Manchester. Hanchett and Warson, Oldham 
Mortimer, Matthew, and Witliam Mortimer, Cleckheaton, York, Con- 
tractors, Sept 2 at3 at offices of Sykes, Heckmoniwike 
Nicholas, John Francis, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. Sept 2 at3 
at offices of Haines, Westgate chambers, Berkeley st, Gloucester 
Nicholson, Joseph George, Batley, York, Grocer. Sept 3 at 3 at 
Commercial Hotel, Aibion st. Leeds. Warts and Son, Batley 
Nicholson, Thomas, Sheffield, Draper. Sept 6 at 3 at offices of Machen, 
Bank st, Sheffield 
Oliff, William, Chatham, Plumber, Sept 15 at 3 at King’s Head Hotel, 
High st, Rochester. Shakespear, Budge row 
Parkes, Thomas, and John Parkes, Leamore, Stafford, Charter Masters. 
Sept 3 at !1 at offices ot Glover, Bridge st, Wa'sall 
Paxton, Ralph, Huh st, Brenttord, Ba-ge Builder. Sept 1 at 3at 
Devt Recovery Offices, Finsbury pl. Gray 
Peck, Robert, Cottingham, York, Joiner. Sept 3 at 3 at cffices of 
Mends and Penny, Kingston-upon-Huil 
Pratt, Henry, Stourbridge, Worcester, Refreshment House Kceper, 
Sept 6 at 11 at offices of Wall, High st, Stourbridge 
Piinter, Gevree, Coleby, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 6 at 3 at offices of 
Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 
Pritchard, John, and Herbert Pritchard, Derby, Brush Manufacturers. 
Sept 9 at 2 at York Hotel, Midland rd, Derby, Potter, Derby 
Queich, Francis, Liverpool, So.icitor, Sept 6 at 11 at 35, Hatton 
garden, Liverpool 
Re.d, William, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer, Sept 2 at 12 at Castle 
Hotel, Broadgate, Coventry. Broweit, Coventry. 
Ridde!, Robert, Manchester, Ironmonger. Szpt 6 at 10 at offices of 
Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 
Roberts, Edwerd, Acrefar, Denbigh, Butcher, 
of Poyser, Tem le row, Wrexham 
Roberts, William, Manche-ter, Boot and Shoe Maker, Sept 3 at 3at 
offices of ~ampson, South King st, Manchester 
Robinson, Jane, Hamp-tield, Lancaster, Farmer. Sept 5 at 11 at Com- 
mercial Hotel, Grange- ver-Savds. Pearson, Ulverston 
Seed, Hugh, Walton-le-Da'e, Lancaster, Wheelwright. Sept 3 at 3 ab 
offices of Spencer, Winckley st, Presti.n 
Shenton, Frede.:ick, Leicester, Sla:er. Sept 10 at 3 at offices of Buckby,. 
Pocklington’s walk, L-icesier 
Sing/eton, Mary, Avening, Gloucester, Tiler and Plasterer, Sept 5 at 
4 at effices of Jackson, London rd, Stroud 
Slinn, Arthur, Derby, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Sept 12 at 3 at 
oitic s of Leech, St James’s st, Derby 
Smith, George, Helston, Cornwall, Blacksmith. Sept 6 at 11 at offices 
of Da'e, Church st, He'ston 
Smith, William, Lincoln, Shopkeeper. Sept 9 at 11 at offices of Swan 
and Bourne, Silver st, Lincoln 
Smith, William, Accrington, Lancaster, Brick Manufacturer. Sept 3 
’ Institution, Accriogton, Ballard, Accrington 


Sept 8 at 11 at 


Sept 3 at 1 at offices 


at 3 at Mechanic,’ 

Sm) th, Tuomas, Birstall, York, Grocer. Sept 10 at 11 at King’s Arms- 
Hote , Dewsbury. Stapleton, Dewsbury 

Snceok, Richard Henry, Garney Slade, Somerset, Carpanter. Sept 3 at 
3.30 at George Hotel, Shepton Mallet. Nalder, Shepton Mallet 

Sparks, Henry, and Kuward Hutchings, Churchstanton, Devon, 
Builders, Aug 27 at 1 at offices of Trenchard and Co, Hammet st, 
Taunton 

Steven, Robert, Woodham Ferris, Essex, out of business. Sept 6 at 13 
at the Liun Inn, Latchington. scarlett and Southery, Chelmsford 

Street, Samuel, Ellesmere Pott, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Szps 8 at 
3 at othces of Pout n, Dale st, Liverpool 

Sucden, William, Wakefield, Innkeeper. Sept 2 at 3 at Royal Hotel, 
Wo dst, Wakefield. Lodge, Waketield 

Thorpe, John, Pateley bridge, York, farmer. Sept 8 at 1 at offices of 
Bateson and Hutchiuson, Ripon 
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qidball, Thomas, Wordsley, Stafford, ont of business. Sept 4 at 3 at 
offices of Addison, Hich st, Brie:ley Hill 

Yeysey, William, Knowstone, Devon, Farmer. Sept 4 at 11.30 at 

rge Atel, South Molton. Thorne, B-rastao. 

Walker, R bert, Cleckheaton, York, Wire Manufacturer. Sept 3 at 11 
st offices of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 

Walters, Edward, Wolverhaopton, Bovt and Shoa Maker. Sept 6 at 
\L at offices of Rudland, Qu-en +t, Wolverhampton 

Wedd John, New Bromptun, Kent, Coin Factor. sept 11 at 3 at offices 
of Ba sett, Eastgate, Ruchester 
ebb, Stretton George, Chancery lane, Restaurant Keeper. Sept 5 
at 2at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Grain and Nazer, Castle st, 

lolborn 

wae John, jun, Manchester, Artist. Sept 5 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, 
Cathedra! g»tes, Manchester. Hill, Manchester 

Whalley, Wiliam Henry, Blackburn, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Sept 
4at2at Spread Eagle Hotel, Corporati.n st, Manchester. Poldinog, 

ackburn 

cae, James Henry, Cheltenham, Common Brewer. Sept 2 at 10 
at offices of Smith, Corn Exchanze, Cheltenham 

Whitehead, Samuel, Lichfiel!, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Sept 3 
atl! at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

Wilkes, Henry, Birmingham, Boot and Sho+ Manufacturer. Sept 4 at 
gat offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Wiliams, Thomas, Carma:then, Sadler. Sept 2 at 10.30 at offices of 
Morris, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Wilson, John, Batley Carr, York, Commercial Traveller. Sept 10 at 
Hat offices of Fisher, Q een st, Huddersfield 

Wilton, John Andrew, Manchester, Shoe Manfacturer, Sept 9 at 3 at 
offices ot Crowther and Co, York chambers, Ba h st, Manchester 

Wilson, William James, Stockton-on-Tees, General Dealer. Sept 4 at 
12 at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Wood, Joseph, and Samuel Wood, Bur’on-on-Trent, Builders, Sept 3 
atl2at White Hart Hotel, Burton-on-Trent, Drewry, Burton-on- 


Trent 

Wood, William, Seal, Kent, Commission Agent. Sept 4 at 12 at offices 
of Knocker, London rd, Sevenoaks 

Wray, Ranson, Kin gston-upon-Hull, Joiner. Sept 2 at 12 at Salisbury 
Hotel, Georgs st, Kingston-upon-Hull, Walker and Spink, Huli 

Wren, Matthew, Lofthouse-in-Uieveland, York, Spirit Merchant. Sapt 
Sat 12 at oftices ot Jackson and Jackson, Alvert rd, Middlesborough 

Wyatt, George Pollard, Taunton, Cooper. Sept 11 at 11 at offices o: 
keed aud Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Tugspay, Aug. 26, 1879. 

Agar, Ralph, Lyth, York, Farmer. Sept 4 at 2 at offices of Sill, Albert 
ri, Middlesborough 

Alderson, Georgs Brown, Gateshead, Pawnbroker, Sept 8 at 11 at 
offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-lyne 

Alpe, Robert Johu, Goole, Yurk, Gunsmith. Sept 8 at 3 at offices of 
Pease, Bank terrace, Goole. Hind, Goole 

Ambler, Frederick Charles, and James Blackburn, Halifax, Machine 
bi Comb Makers. ‘Sept 13 at 3 at offices of Rhodes, Horton st, 

fax 

Amer, Stephen, Birkenhead, Chester, Bookbinder. Sept 5 at 3 at 

offices of Mawson, Hamilton sq, Birkenhe.d. Bleakley, Birken- 


heed 
Ang*l!, Arthur, jan, Southampton, Analytical Chemist. Sept 5 at 4.30 
at 145, Cheapside, London. Eve, Aldershot 
Bachini, Peter, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Sept 18 at 
davthe George Hote', George st, Luton. Cooper, Chancery lane 
Barczinsky, Herman, North Shields, Clothier. Sept 12at 2 at ottices 
of Joel, Newgate s:, Newcastle-upon-Tyna 
Barlow, Edward, Manchester, Draper. Sept 9 at 3 at offices of Ritson 
and Grundy, Prine+ss st, Manchesier, Bryan, Hindky 
Bartlett, Abraham Wi liam, Sandown, I.W., Buicher. Sept 17 at 2 at 
cfies «f Fa:delil, Cambrian House, Market st, Kyde 
Bone, Alfred Robert, Olubury, Tobacconist. Sept 9 at 1! at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Uldbury 
Bury, James Lowndes, and William Edward Bury, Manchester, Wine 
Mervhants. Sept 9 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warourton, 
Norfolk st, Manchester 
Byrom, James (not Byron, as advertised in Gazette of 15th instant), 
Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Aug 28 at 12 at offices of Car:uthers, 
Lord st, Liverpool 
Chapman, James, Aldbourne, Wilts, Grocer. Sept 8 at 11 at the 
Three Swans Hote!, Hung+rford. Lucas, Newbury 
Chapvell, Annie, Leeds, Milliner. Seps 5 at 3 at offices of Billinton, 
Bond p!, Leeds 
Cheeinam, James, Knaresborough, York, Boot Dealer. Sept5 at 10 at 
offices of Crumbie, Stonegate. Farmery, Knaresborough 
Crosley, Barker, Waisden, Lancaster, Clog Iron Manufacturer. Sept 
§ at 3 at offices of Longbottom, Carlion st, Harrison rd, Halifax 
Dakin, John, Halton, Chester, Farmer. Sept 8 at 3 at the Lion Hotel, 
bridge st, Warringtou. Grundy and Co, Manchester 
Eimund:, Joseph, Toutenham, Tailor. Sept 17 at 4 at offices of Mar- 
shail, Chancery lane 
Eivard:, Kdward, and John Edwards, Bris'o!, Hatters. Sept 4 at 3 
at Olfices of Brown, Foster’s chambere, Small st, Bristol 
Edwards, John David, Halkyn, Flint, Grocer. Sept 5 at 2 at offices of 
Kelly und Keene, Mold 
»John, Dronfield, Derby, Innkeeper. Sept 10 at 1 at offices of 
Wightman, Change »lley, Shettield 
Vans, Rees, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer’s Assistant. Sept 12 at 11 
& oitices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Eyles, John Stephen, Luton, Bedford, Straw Plait Manufacturer. Sept 
Wah.20 atthe Queen’s Hotel, Chapel st, Luton, Nicholls, Gresham 
Farmall, William Heap, Hoxton st, Hoxton, out of business. Sept 18 at 
i st offices of Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate st, Without 
‘a Samuel, Bradford, York, Vene:ian Blind Manufacturer. Sept 
hl at 1] at offices of Daring on and Son, Manor st, Bradford 
thhim, George, Hilgay, Norfolk, Farmer. 
f and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 
¢teh. Thomas, Melton Mowbray, Fel monger. Sept 12 at 2.30 at offices 


of Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicesier 
it Sept 8 at 3 
offices of Newton, Bank chambers, Market piace, Stockport 


Sept 6 at 12 at offices of 


Filles, William,Heatov Norria, Lancashire, Estate Agent. 





Fitzjohn, Henry, Nottingham, Joiner. 
ayne, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 

Gardner, Joseph, Birmingham, Baker. 
E,den, Benneti’s hill, Birming 1am 

Garner, William, Gorse-hill, Wilts. Baker. Sept 1 at 11 at offices of 
Ooleman and Co, North st, Swiod on 

Garside, Jonathan Lindley, Hudders‘eld, Butcher. Sept 8 at ll a 
offices of Beaumont, Queen st, Huddersfield. Welsh, Huddersfield ¢ 

Gibson, William Forrest, Howdon-le-Weir, Joiner. Sept 9 at 3 at 
offices of Proud, Market place, Bishop Auvk'and 

Gladding, David, Bishopszate st Witnout, Woollen Draper. Sept 16 at 
2 at ottices of Slater and Co, Guildhall chambors, Basinghall ‘st. 
Srock, Argyle st, Regent st 

Green, George, Leeds, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Sept6at1l at. 
offices of Waiker, South parade, Leeds 

Gri: stev, Albert, Bicester, Oxford, Varpenter. Sept 16 at 11 at offices 
of Mallam, i st, Oxford 

Godgn, Frank Richard, Puiloxhil!, Bedford, Dealer. Sept 11 at 12 at 
the King’s Arms Inn, Church st, Ampthill. Shepherd and Ewen, 


Sept 9 at 4 at offices of Cock- 
Sept 8 at 11 at offices of 


Lu on 

Hall, Eiwin, Studley, Warwick, Needle Maker. Sapt 5at1l at offices 
of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Ha: dy, George, Scarborough, York, Dairyman. Sept l7 at 1 at the 
Mivland Hotel, Siation yard, Derby. Watts, Scaroorough 

Hole, Joseph Nelson, Old Compton st, Soho, Butcher. Sept 16 at 2 at. 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn ficlds. Ley and Mould, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

Hoit, Edward, Miles Platting, near Manchester, Engineer. Sept 11 at 
3 at offices of Lawson, Peter st, Manchest r 

Howell’, Arthur Wil.on, Tottenham, Builder. Sept 3 at 3 at offices of 
H pkins, Moorgate Stat 2n owildings 

Hads n, James, Manningham, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 8 at 1k 
at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Hudson, S:muel, Goole, York, Provision Me cnaut. Sept 9 at 3 at 
offices of England and Son, East par.d , Goole 

Huuter, John, Newcastle-up n-ly..e, C mmis-ion Agent. Sept 15 at 
8 at offices of Chartres and Co, Grainger st Wes:, Newcastle-upon-- 
Tyne 

Johnson, Wi'liam, Stanley, nr L'verpool, out of business. Sept 8 at 
2.30 at offices of Lumb, Moorfields, Liverpool 

Jones, Thomas Llewelyn, Hoiywel!, Flin-, Licensed Victualler. Sept 
17 a: 2 30 at offices of Eulix, Eastgate st, Cies:er 

Julian, John, Wadebridge, Cornwall, Market Gardener, Sept 6 at 3 at 
offices of Collins, Fore st, Bo imia 

Kiley, Roland, Macclesfield. Sept 11 at 11 at offices of Parrott, 
Churehside, Ma*clesfield 

Kitchen, G orge, Wellow, Nottingham, Farmer. 
of Marshall, Chapel! gate, Easv Retford 

Kngh:, Clement, Henfield, Sussex, Miller. 
lelemachus Room, Old Ship H tel, Brighton. 

Lau e: ce, Frederick, Fakenham, Norfuls, Butcher. 
ottices of Ca es, Swan st, Fakenham 

Laverack, George, and Charles Hill, Manchester, Potato Merchante. 
Sept § at 12 at offices of Bates and Jeilicorse, Marset st, Manchester 

Lombardini, Francis Napoleon Bernardo, Exeter, out of business, 
Se.t8 at 10 at offices of Southcoit, Pust Ortice st, Bedford circus, 
Exeter. Har noll 

Lumsden, Thomas, Donnington-on-Bain, Lincoln, Coal Dealer. Sept 
5 at 12 at offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, 
West St Mary's gate, Great Grimsby 

Lu-ted, William, Smeeth, Keni, Baker. 
Fraser, High st, Ashford 

Mag-e,John, Wrexham, Denbigh, Provision Dealer. Sept 11 at 11 at 
ottic’s ot Sherratt, Regent str, Wrexham 

McSorley, Patrick, Nortn Ormesby, near Middlesborough, Retailer of 
Wines. Sept 3 at 11 at offices of Dobson, Gos ord st, Middlesborough 

Medley, John, Bradford, York, Watchmaker. Sep: 5 at 11 at offices of 
of Hodgson and Haigh, Water'oo st, Birmingham 

Moore, Henry, Manchester, Ironmonger. Seu 5 at the Mosley Hotel, 
Piccadilly, Manchester, in lieu of the place original y named 

Moore, Joho Willism, Birstal, York, Linea Drsp+r. Sept ll at 11 at 
the George Hote!, Huddersfield. Parker, Batl-y 

Moore, Mynett, Culwall Green, Hereford, Blacksm.th. 
offices f Piper, Court bouse, Ledbury 

Musson, Wiliam, Grantham. Lincoln, Grocer. Sept 17 at 11 at offices. 

Sept 8 at 12 at 


Sept 9 at 11 at offices 


Sept 12 at 3 at the 
Cuaik, Brighton 
Sept 12 at 3 at 


Sept 8 at 12 at offices of 


Sept 5at1l at 


of White, Fiokin st, Grantham 
Parkington, William Joho, Bury St Edmunds, Tailor. 
the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds, Gross 
Peyrecave, Gaston ue, Water lane, Great Tower st, Ship Broker. Sept 
18 at 2 at offices of Plews and Co, Mark lane 
Pollitt, John, Manchester, Wholesale Clothier, 
Haslam, Market st, Bary 
Potter, Richard, Belgrave, Leicester, Cowkecper. Sept 8 at 12 at 
offices of Fowler and Co, Grey Friars chambers, friar lane, Leicester 
Power, Thomas Joseph, Soho sq, Tailor. Sept 20 at 12 at offices of 
Chandler, Bishopsgate st Within 
Price, George, Cleobury North, salop. 
Bennett's bill, Birmingham 
Pri'chard, Jonr, and Herbert Pritchard, Derby, Brush Manufacturers. 
Sept 9 at 3.30 at the York Hotel, Midlani rd, Derby. Poiter, 


Derd 

Pugh, Richard, Wentnor, Sa’op, Miller. Sept 9 at 3 at offices of Clarke 
and Sons, Swan bill, Shrewsoury 

Porvell, William, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Builder. Sept 9 at 3 at the 
Crown Hotel, High st, Ryde. Hooper, Castlehold, Newport : 

Raw.ings, Sharman, Peterborough, Northampton, out of business. 
Sept 10 at 11 »t offces of Hart, Priestgate, Peterborough 

Read, Charl:s, Dundry, Somerset, Carpenter. Sept 8 at 11 at offices of 
Miller, Whitson chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Richmond, Willian, Stokesley, York, Ironmonger. Sept 3 at {1 at 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesbo rough : 

Risyard, James, Hyde, Cheshire, Joiner. Sept 18 at 11 at the Pitt and 
Nelson Hotel, Ashton-under-Lyne. Bintliff, Manchester 

Rigoy, Joseph, Walsail, Coach Axletres Manufacturer. Sept 8 at 11 at 
offices of ‘ltopham, High st, West Bromwich 

Rowlands, David, Bala, Merioneth, Tinman. Sept 10 at 10,30 at offices 
ot Sherratt, Regent st, Wrexham 


Sept 8 at 3 at offices of 


Sept 9 at 3 at offices of Davies, 





a aera 


eas 
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Schofield, John, and James Schi . Felt Hat 
Manufacturers, Sept 12 st ll = oi, Roney, hoster, F neess st, 
Manchester 
Shaw, George, Hindley Green, Lancashire, Shoemaker. Sept9 at 12 
at — of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester. Bryan, 
Hindle 
Shingles George, Prickwillow, Hal Sy General Shop Keeper. Sep< 
10 at 3 at the Bell Hotel, =: Hi 
Shofflebottom, Joseph, Halli yo aR Earthenware Dealer. 
- 5 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Robin- 


Sketchley, William, Abergavenny, Builder. Sept 10 at 3 at offices of 
Jacob, Abergavenny 

Smith, Absalom, and John Booth, Blackburn, Manufactarers. Sept 16 
at 3 "at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk s*, 


ESSRS. TRUBIOOD & OO., Estate 
iN Agents, Surveyors and Auctioneers, Lonsdale C 
Chancery-lane, W.C., hold PERIODICAL SALES, at the 
classes of Property, the Second Tuesday in each month, 
for Probate, Mortgages, &c. 
A printed scale of cha charges will be sent on application. 


HE FINAL and INTERMEDIATE EXAM 
TIONS.—A Barrister, who has had much successful experts 
preparing Candidates for the above, is forming Classes for. 
ichaelmas and Hilary Examinations, cr will prepare 
pe meang gee ed between eleven and three, to H., care of 
keeper, 69, Chancery-lane, or by letter. eS 








Smith, William, Leicester, Carpenter. Sept 8 at 12 at offices of Harvey, 
Selborne buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Starling, Thomas, Great Bardfield, Essex, Farmer. mot 10 at 2 at the 
Horn Hotel, Braintree. Thurgood, Saffron Wald 

Stevenson, Walter, Reddish, Lancaster, Baker. Sept 10 at 3 at offices 
of Wood and Co, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Stockdale, William, Darlington, Durham, Leather Merchant. Sept 9 
at 11 at offices of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 

Sumption, William, Buckland Saint Mary, Somerset, Farmer. Sept 11 
at 11 at the George Hotel, Ilminster, Paull, Ilminster 

Taylor, Thomas, and John’ eg | Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Soda Water 
Manufacturers. Sept 12 at 11 at offices of aatre and Co, St 
John’s chambers, Grainger st West, Newcast!e-upon- 

Thompson, William, Nottingham, Tailor. Sept 9 at ii 2 at offices of 
Maples and McCraith, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Tomlinson, James, East Dereham, Cabinet Maker. Sspt 8 at 2 at 
offices of Wright and Barton, East Dereham 

Tomlinson, Joseph, Rugeley, Stafford, Potato Dealer. Sept 18 at 3 at 
offices of Hamshaw, Albion House, Hanley 

Turner, John, Beanfort villas, Surbiton, no occupation. Sept 16 at 2 
at offices of Taylor, Old Buelington st 

Turton, Jabez, Pendleton, Lancashire. Sept 10 at3 atthe Thatched 
House Hotel, New Market place, Manchester. Brett and Craven, 
Manchester 

Wade, Edwin Rufus, Penryn, Cornwall, Baker. Sept 9 at 12 at offices 
of Jenkins, Post Offic: buildings, Falmouth 

Wales, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Joiner. Sept 10 at 11 at offices of 
Spurr, Market place, Hull 

Wernham, Peter, Reading, out of business. Sept 11 at 1 at the Boar's 
Head, Friar st, Reading 

Western, George, Wakefield, Brush Manufacturer. Sept 8 at 11 at 
offices of Lake, Wakefield 

Wilkinson, Thomas, and James Berry, Lees, Lancashire, Cotton Spin- 
ners. Sept 9 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Maachester. 
Buckley and Mattinson, Oldham 

Wood, John, Middlesborough, Manager, Sept 8 at 10 at offices of Ward, 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Woolfe, Henry, Darlington, Durham, Machine Agent. Sept 8 at $ at 
offices of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
vr Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
nibite 

In tin packets at 1s, 64., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. ote H. J ° NES, 
RGEON DENT 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET- "BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and postefree, which 
explains the only perfectly painless systema of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853. —Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 350N 
ROBE MAKERS 














SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, & 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, ZC 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








AW EXAMINATIONS. — A Tutor 

4 Students for Articled Clerks, Preliminary, Intera t 
Final Examinations, Board and Residence if desired, =~ 
ventors’ Record ” Office, 3, Bolt-court, Fleet-street . 





| AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Auzerr os 
4 (M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for their 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, ¥ 


NION BANK OF AUSTRAL 
Established 1837. ug 
Paid-up capital ..cccccccesesece 
Reserve fund....... 
LETTERS of CREDIT and LLS on ND 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughout Austr 
New Zealand. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and 
collection. DEPOSITS are received, at notice, and for fixed peri¢ 
terms which may be ascertained on appl ication. 


W. R. MEWBURN, 
1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, London, 5.0. 
RENT COLL E @ 








A CHURCH OF ENGLAND PUBLIC SCHOOL, ON MOD 
TERMS. 


PatroN—The DUKE of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Heap Master—The Rev. THOMAS FORD FENN, M.A., of 7 
College, Cambridge. 
Terms for Board and Tuition, £51 per annum. : 
There is a large staff of Masters, Graduates of Cambridge and 
Boys are prepared for the Universities, for the Legal aud Medics 
fessions, or for Business, ; 
At the last Cambri¢ ge Local Examination 22 Candidates from Ty 
passed, 9 of whom gained Honours. oe 
Swimming is taught to all Boys in the large and safe Swim 
Bath, and the Cricket Ground is unusually good. Everything tee 
sary for the health and comfort of the Boys is added unsparingly, 
NEXT TERM begins SEPTEMBER 18th. 
For Prospectus apply to the ScHoot SpcretTaky, Trent Coll 
Nottingham. 





AN IMPORTANT ee ag LAW WRITERS 4 
SOLICITO 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL P 


This new Ink supplies the demand continual'y made bat 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjared by Steel or @ 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded} 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose thelr 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens. This newd 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this it 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of g 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3s; and Imperial Q 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls. each. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON: 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession e theed 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the sp 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their ca 
support.—N.8. One copy of advertisement only required, and the 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gaztte ’ kept, By appointment. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 186 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest a 


The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immed 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speed 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAR 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. @ 
SEALS designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & Cf 


vers, Registratio ts, Say 
49, FLEET-STREET, ET, LONDON » B.C. pens 


inn), 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 
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